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SHARP NON-UNIQUENESS FOR THE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS IN R?
CHANGXING MIAO, YAO NIE, AND WEIKUI YE

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we prove a sharp and strong non-uniqueness for a class of weak solu-
tions to the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations in R3. To be more precise, we exhibit the non-
uniqueness result in a strong sense, that is, any weak solution is non-unique in L ([0, T]; L>°(R?))
with 1 < p < 2. Moreover, this non-uniqueness result is sharp with regard to the classical
Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin criteria at endpoint (2, c0), which extends the sharp nonuniqueness
for the Navier-Stokes equations on torus T? in the recent groundbreaking work (Cheskidov and
Luo, Invent. Math., 229 (2022), pp. 987-1054) to the setting of the whole space. The key ingredient
is developing a new iterative scheme that balances the compact support of the Reynolds stress error
with the non-compact support of the solution via introducing incompressible perturbation fluid.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the Cauchy problem for the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations
O — Au+diviu®@u) +Vp=0, (t,z)€l0,T] xR

NS)
divu = 0, (t,z) €[0,T] x R?, (

associated with initial data u|,—g = uo. Here u : R? x 0,7] — R3 denotes the velocity of the
incompressible fluid and p : R? x [0, 7] — R represents the pressure field.

For the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations (NS), Leray in the original work [28] proved
the existence of global weak solutions in C., ([0, T]; L2(R?)) N L([0, T]; H'(R?)) with the energy
inequality

t
()72 +2/0 IVu(s)lz2ds < [uoll7>, ¥t € [0,T].

And this result was further developed by Hopf [20] in general domains. This class of weak solu-
tions is now called as Leray-Hopf weak solutions. The existence of Leray-Hopf weak solutions to
the equations (NS) has been proven for nearly a century, but the issues of uniqueness and regularity
for Leray-Hopf weak solutions of the equations (NS) remain open. In order to understand how far
we are from addressing these challenging problems, many researchers are committed to seeking
uniqueness or regularity criteria, which serve as sufficient conditions to ensure the uniqueness or
regularity of Leray-Hopf weak solutions. There has been a variety of uniqueness criteria, such as
the serrin type criterion, which was established by Prodi [36], Serrin [38], Ladyzhenskaya [27]
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and Kozono-Sohr [26]. This shows that Leray-Hopf weak solutions with the same initial data are
consistent on [0, 7], provided one of Leray-Hopf weak solutions u satisfies
2 3
u € LP([0,T); L4(R?)), with = + = <1, 3 < ¢ < oo. (1.1)
p q
The condition (1.1) can also serve as a regularity criterion for the Leray-Hopf weak solutions and
readers can refer to [17, 27, 36] and references therein for more details.

As a matter of fact, Fabes, Jones and Riviere [18] proved that the condition (1.1) except for the
endpoint case ¢ = 3 also acts as uniqueness criterion for very weak solution of (NS). Later, Furioli,
Lemarie-Rieusset and Terraneo [19] showed that the very weak solution is unique in the functional
space C'([0, T); L3(R?)). Here the very weak solution is defined as follows.

Definition 1.1 (Very weak solution). Let ug € L*(R?) be divergence-free in the sense of distribu-
tions. We say that u € L*([0,T] x R3) is a very weak solution fo the equations (NS) if

(1) Fora.e. t € [0,T), u(-,t) is divergence-free in the sense of distributions;

(2) For all divergence-free test functions ¢ € Drp,"

T
/0/Rfi(at—A)géujLV(b:u@udxdt:—/ upp(0, x) de,

R3

where V¢ : u @ u = 0;¢;u;u; under the Einstein summation convention.

On the non-uniqueness problems for different types of weak solutions, there have been major
progresses in recent years. For the 3D incompressible Navier-Stokes equations in the periodic
setting, Buckmaster and Vicol in [9] made the significant break-through via a L2-based intermittent
convex integration scheme, demonstrating that weak solutions are not unique in C'([0, T']; L*(T?)).
Subsequently, Buckmaster, Colombo and Vicol [6] proved that the wild solutions can be generated
by H?(T?) initial data, which implies the non-uniqueness of very weak solutions. However, the
regularity of these weak solutions is far from the critical functional space LP([0,T]; L9(T?)) with
% + % = 1. Recently, Cheskidov and Luo in the remarkable paper [10] proved the nonuniqueness
of very weak solutions in the class LP([0,T]; L>°(T?)) for 1 < p < 2 and this result implies the
sharpness of the Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin criteria % + 3 < 1 at the endpoint (p, q) = (2,0). A
series of works on Euler equations, e.g. [5, 7, 8, 13, 14, 15, 16, 21, 22], is based on developing the
method of convex integration, which was also successfully applied to study other fluid dynamics
models, for instance, the stationary Navier-Stokes equations [30], the transport equations [4, 11,
12, 34, 35], the MHD equations [3, 29, 31], the Boussinesq equations [32, 39, 40]. Apart from
using convex integration to construct non-unique weak solutions, mathematicians attempt to use
spectral analysis methods to study the non-uniqueness of Leray-Hopf weak solutions to the Navier-
Stokes equations. For example, Jia and Sverdk [25] provided the spectral conditions as sufficient
et .7 (R™) denote the space of rapidly decreasing functions on R™. We denote by D those vector func-

tions ¢(w,t) = (¢1(x,t), G2(x,1), ¢3(,t)) such that ¢;(z,t) € S (RY), ¢i(w,t) = 0 fort > T and divp =
Z?:l Oy, bi(z,t) = 0 for all ¢.
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conditions for non-uniqueness of Leray-Hopf weak solutions. Albritton, Brué and Colombo [1]
proved the non-uniqueness of the Leray-Hopf weak solutions of the equations (NS) with a special
forcing term.

To the best of our knowledge, the works (e.g. [6, 9, 10]) on the non-uniqueness of weak solu-
tions for the Navier-Stokes equations within the convex integration scheme are established under
the periodic setting, and the iterative scheme in these works cannot be directly applied to the
case of unbounded domains, such as R®. On the other hand, it has been shown that all very
weak solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations (NS) with the same initial data are consistent in
L*([0, T); L>°(R?3)), while the counterexamples in [10] show the non-unignessness of very weak
solutions in LP([0, T; L>=(T?)) for 1 < p < 2. It is natural to ask whether one can show the sharp
non-unignessness of very weak solutions in LP([0, T]; L>°(R?)) for 1 < p < 2. In this paper, we
aim to address this question. For convenience, we refer to very weak solution in Definition 1.1 as
weak solution in the remaining part of this paper.

Before stating our results, we give two classes of non-uniqueness definitions in functional space
X introduced in [10]:

e “Weak non-uniqueness”: there exists a non-unique weak solution in the class X.

e “Strong non-uniqueness’: any weak solution in the class X is non-unique.

Now we are in position to state our main theorem, which reveals a sharp non-uniqueness in a
strong sense with regrad to the classical Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin criteria at endpoint (2, 0o) in
the whole space R3.

Theorem 1.2 (Sharp and strong non-uniqueness). Let 1 < p < 2 and Ty > 0. Any weak solution u
of the equations (NS) in L*([0, Tp|; L°°(R?)) is non-unique.

Remark 1.3. Given 1 < p < 2, Cheskidov and Luo [10] showed the non-uniqueness of a weak
solution u to the Navier-Stokes equations in L ([0, To]; L*°(T?)) if u has at least one interval regu-
larity. Our result shows the non-uniqueness of any weak solution w in L*([0, Ty]; L>°(R?)) without
imposing the regularity assumption on u. More importantly, in the setting of the whole space,
we develop a new iterative scheme via incompressible perturbation fluid, which is of independent

interest.

Let us outline the main ideas in R®. The construction of weak solutions in Theorem 1.2 is based
on an iteration scheme via the technique of convex integration, see e.g. [6, 7, 9, 10, 14, 15]. Our
strategy is reducing Theorem 1.2 to Proposition 3.1 below. To prove Proposition 3.1, we construct
a sequence of approximate solutions to the so-called Navier—Stokes-Reynolds system governed



4 CHANGXING MIAO, YAO NIE, AND WEIKUI YE

by
Oy — Auy + div(u, @ uy) + Vp, = divR,,

(NSR)
Vi-u, =0,

associated with some initial data u™ € H?3(R?). The Reynolds stress f%q is trace-free symmetric

matrix.

2
t,x>

To construct weak solution v in LY L° N L7, we design the perturbation w, 1 ~ g1 —
such that [|[wgy1[1ppeen 2, — Oand J-Siq — 0 in an appropriate sense. A key ingredient in reducing
the size of éq+1 is to construct highly oscillatory perturbation w,;; so that the Reynolds stress
error J-g{q can be cancelled by the low frequency of w,4; ® wg41, which naturally requires that ]O%q
tends to 0 in Ltl,:c on the iteration scheme. Unfortunately, compared with the periodic setting, such
requirement makes it difficult to construct Ltzx perturbations in the entire space. Roughly speaking,

the perturbation w,; in [10] is constructed as

wen ~ 3y (1 ) (R W) g (1),
keA X(12)

where W, are Mikado flows, g is temporal concentration function and y : R3*3 x R is a positive

smooth function. Such x guarantees w,4; € Lim for ]o%q € Ltl,w with compact spatial support, yet

fail to ensure w41 € L7, when R, € L; , without compact support.

From a technical perspective, the procedure of constructing perturbation via the geometric
lemma imposes the Reynolds stress error to be compactly support at each iteration step. As we
know, the inverse of the divergence operator preserves the periodic property of functions. This fea-
ture naturally ensures that the support of Reynolds stress errors display compactness in the periodic
torus. However, in the setting of the whole space, when the inverse of the divergence operator acts
on a function with compact support, the resulting function may not have compact support. Fur-
thermore, even for smooth initial data with compact support, the solutions to the Navier-Stokes
equations may not possess compact support. These facts imply that the iterative scheme utilized
on T? is not enough for ensuring Reynolds stress errors with compact support and divergence-form
at each step in R®. This compels us to develop a new iterative scheme.

As we know, there has no result on the non-uniqueness of weak solutions for the Navier-Stokes
equations via the convex integration in R®, but there has some progress for the Euler equations.
For instance, Isett and Oh in an impressive work [24] constructed C’t%x_ Euler flow with compact
space-time support in R? via a new method of solving the symmetric divergence Equation, which
allows them to obtain a new Euler—Reynold stress that is similarly localized in space. Different
from their ideas, we are focused on developing a new iterative scheme to avoid the use of the
divergence inverse operator. The main difficulty that follows is to ensure compatibility between
the Reynolds stress error with compact support and divergence-form, and the non-compact support

2Here and below, v ® u := (v;u;)? and the divergence of a 3 x 3 matrix M = (M;;)7 ,_, is defined by div]M

ij=1>
with components (divM); = 0;M;;.



SHARP NON-UNIQUENESS FOR THE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS IN R? 5

property of the solution to (NSR) at each step. The core idea of overcoming this difficulty is to

balance the non-compact support and non-divergence form parts of the new Reynolds stress by

means of incompressible perturbation fluid wf;ll.

To put it roughly, we construct the perturbation w,, by three parts: wfﬁzl, w[(;frl and wf;ll. The

main perturbation wffﬁl has compact support, and is composed by the shear intermittent flows and

(©) ()
q+1 q+1

called incompressible perturbation fluid. In the new iterative scheme, we decompose u, into two

the temporal concentration function. w,, is the incompressibility corrector and w,’ , is the so-

non-loc
q

loc
q

stress [ty 1s

parts: u, ¢ with compact support and without compact support. Then the new Reynolds

divRy41 ~ divR, + divE, 1 + Fj
+ Otwgil - Awgil + div(wf;il ® ngrl) + div(wf;ll ® up*™) + div(up™* ® ngd) + Vp;.

Here E,;, consists of the parts stemming from wfﬁil, wfﬁrl or ufl"c, hence E,.; has compact support.

The low frequency part of wfﬁil ® wfﬁil, one part of F,;, cancels the Reynolds stress J-g{q ¢

o

that the size of the stress error div(R, + E,;1) can be reduced. For F|.; which corresponds to
the parts of the non-divergence form derived from wfﬁil, wff}rl or u,, benefiting from the special
structure of the shear intermittent flows such that the oscillation direction is perpendicular to the
direction of flow, one could expect that F;,; is small in a suitable sense. This in turn guarantees
the existence of incompressible Navier-Stokes fluid wgil that starts from the identically zero flow,
is small in some space and cancels F;, ;. Consequently, part of £, constitutes the new Reynolds
tensor 17,1, which maintains the divergence form and possesses compact support. Then ug’jl ~
ue + wﬁl + w[(;frl with compact support, and %' ~ 11 4 wf]tjrl is small.

To show the strong non-uniqueness, we construct weak solution v that satisfies the prescribed

L*([3T, T}, L*(R?))-norm
T
/ / lv(x,t)]?dedt = F
37 JR3

with the same initial data. In fact, the proof consists of three steps. The first step is mollifying the
approximation solution u, as u,, for establishing higher regularity estimates of the perturbation. To
avoid the mollification procedure interfering in initial data, we introduce u, by gluing wu, and uy,
in the second step. In the third step, we introduce incompressible perturbation fluid to construct
the perturbation w,,; of u, so that the iteration proceeds successfully in our iterative scheme.
By developing the new iterative scheme, we firstly show non-uniqueness of weak solutions with
non-compact space support for the Navier-Stokes equations through convex integration.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we compile several useful tools including geometric Lemma, an improved Holder
inequality and the definition of Lerner-Chemin spaces.
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Lemma 2.1 (Geometric Lemma [3]). Let B, (Id) denote the ball of radius o centered at 1d in the
space of 3 x 3 symmetric matrices. There exists a set A C S? N Q? that consists of vectors k with
associated orthonormal basis (k, k, k), € > 0 and smooth function aj, : B.(1d) — R such that, for
every positive definite symmetric matrix R € B.(1d), we have the following identity:

R=> a(R)k®k

kel

Remark 2.2. For instance, A = {%61i%62, %elil—%eg, %egi%eg} and (k, k, k) are as follows:

N k
5 12 5 12
1361 + 362 | 361 + 362 €3
12 5. |12 5
361 T 1363 | 1361 F 1363 €2
5 12 5 12
1362 + 1363 | 1362 + 1363 €1

We provide an improved Holder’s inequality. In fact, the improved Holder’s inequality on peri-
odic functions is established in [10, 34]. From its proof, one easily deduces the following improved
Holder’s inequality for functions with compact support.

Lemma 2.3 ([10, 34]). Assume that d > 1, 1 < p < oo, A and L are positive integers. Let
Q= [ — %, é} ¢ C R? and smooth function f support on . g : T — R is a smooth function and

T¢ = RY/(LZ)%. Then we have
‘Hfg(A')HLP(Q) — [ fllze@llgllzey| S Le A7 [ fller gl Lo ray-

Proposition 2.4. For 0 < T} < T, let u; and uy be weak solutions of the equations (NS) re-
spectively on [0, Ty] and [T, T3] in a sense of Definition 1.1 with u,(0) € L*(R?) and u,(Ty) =
ug(Ty) € L*(R3). Then u defined by

u(t) =uy(t), fortel0,T1], u(t) = uq(t), forte [Th,T3]

is a weak solution of (NS) in Definition 1.1 on [0, T5).

Proof. Let n(t) € C*°(R) such that n(t) = 1 for t < —1 and n(¢) = 0 for ¢ > 0. Suppose that
e < T, we define ne(l)(t) = (=) and ne(Z)(t) = nél)(—t). For any ¢ € Dy, since u; is a weak
solution of (NS) on [0, 71] and u = u; on [0, 7], we have

/0 1 /RS ((& —A) (ne(l)(t)éb))u + V(Uél)(t)ﬁb) cu@udxedt = —/ u1(0)¢(0, ) dz.

RS
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Noting the support of ngl) (1), the integration region in the above equality can be extended to [0, T5].
Similarly, since us is a weak solution of (NS) on [T7, T3] and u = us on [T}, T3], one obtains that

/ R3 (@ - P (1)¢))u+ VP (t)) : u@udrdt =0,

where the integration region can be extended to [0, 73]. Collecting these equalities together shows
that

/ 2 /Rg (@) + 0P (0)¢))u+ V(M () + 1 (1)) : u @ udz dt
—— [ w002z

A direct computation yields that

/0 Q/RS ((0r = A) () + 02 (#))8))uda dt

= [ [ (08 om0 e naras [ [ ouao o +ieyasa
=T+ 1IL
For I, owning to u € L*([0, T3] x R?) and
() + 02 (t) = 1in L?, as € — 0,
one deduces that

I—>/ (0 — A)pudxdt, as e—0.
T3

For II, by the definitions of n" (t) and nt (t), we have

L[ =T 1 [hte 4T
II:—/ 7,'( 1)/ u1¢dxdt——/ n’( 1)/ s dz dt.
€ T1—6 € RB € T1 € ]R3

By [18, Theorem 2.1], the definition of weak solutions in Definition 1.1 is equivalent to the integral
equation, from which we infer that fRS uypde € C([0,71]) and ng usp dax € C([11,T3]). There-
fore, 717 is a Lebesgue point for fRS u1¢ dr and ng us¢ dz. By Lebesgue differentiation theorem,

we have

IT — 7'(0) / uy (Th)o(Ty) do dt — 1'(0) / us(Th)o(Ty)dadt =0, as € — 0.
R3 R3
Thanks to
nWt)+ @) - 1,vteR, and u®@ue L'(0,T] x R?),
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one deduces by dominated convergence theorem that
T
/ / V(M @) + 02 t)¢) : u@udrdt
o JT3

T T
:/ / (ne(l)(t)+77§2)(t))v¢:u®uda7dt—>/ Vo:u®@udrdt, as e — 0.
0 T3 0 T3

Hence, we obtain that
[ L (0= 00 + a2 @)+ D0 +r0)6) s u udzar

Ts
—>/ /((&—A)qﬁ)u%—%ﬁ:u@udxdt as €—0.
o Jrs

In conclusion, one has

/0T2 /R:;((at—A)¢)U+V¢:u®udxdt: —/ u1(0)6(0, ) dz.

R3

Next, we give the temporal and spatial mollifiers which we will use in Section 4.

Definition 2.5 (Mollifiers). Let nonnegative functions ¢(t) € C°(—1,0) and (x) € C°(B1(0))
be standard mollifying kernels such that [, ¢(t) dt = [os ¥ () do = 1. For each € > 0, we define

two sequences of mollifiers as follows:

pe(t) == %w (z) L Y(x) = 613 (%) .

In this paper, we will introduce the incompressible perturbation fluid in the following mixed
time-spatial Besov spaces, the so-called Lerner-Chemin spaces.

Definition 2.6 ([2, 33]). LetT > 0, s € Rand 1 < r,p,q < oo. The mixed time-spatial Besov
spaces Lip By consists of all u € §' satisfying

def
||“||Z;B;,Q(Rd) -

< 00,

295)| A sl 10,2 o) ) ‘
@ JUHL([O,T},L (Rd)))JGZ “@)

where A; is localization nonhomogeneous operator from the Littlewood-Paley decomposition the-
ory. Particularly, H*(R?) ~ Bj ,(R?).

We present a result describing the smoothing effect of the heat flow in the context of Besov
spaces.

Lemma 2.7 ([2, 33]). Let s € Rand 1 < ry,7r9,p,q < o0 with ro < ry. Consider the heat
equation

Ou — Au = f, u(0, z) = ug(x).
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Assume that ug € B, (Rd) and f € L”(B e

~ . s+
solution u € L;*(Bpy™ (RY)) satisfying

"2 (R%)). Then the above equation has a unique

U 2 < C+T)(||uol| gs + . ,
ol ) S OO+ D) ol o + U1, v )

where C'is a universal constant.

Notation For a T¢-periodic function f, we denote
of = J0) = i [ @) e, Paof = f—Poof

In the following, the notation < y means = < C'y for a universal constant that may change from
line to line. We use the symbol <y to express that the constant in the inequality depends on the
parameter N. Without ambiguity, we will denote L™ ([0, T]; Y (R?)) and L™ ([0, T]; L™ (R?)) by
LY and L, respectively.

3. INDUCTION SCHEME

3.1. Parameters. First of all, we introduce several parameters throughout this paper. Fixed 0 <
T < 1withT € QQ, Ny and M be positive integer and 1 < p < 2, let K be integer number with
K > max{%, 2M}. We define ¢, 0p € Q and « be positive constants

2¢p < min{2_12,% — 1}, oy < 20 a < %. (3.1
Let b € Nwith b(1 — ¢) € N, boy € N and
220
b>"— pB=2"2apL (3.2)
«
Suppose that a € N satisfying that & € 4N and a > max{K, N }. We define
Ag 1= a”, 0g := )\;267 b, = )\q_50, q >0, (3.3)
and
Q==K+ (002 E (A0t g > 1 (3.4)

3.2. Iterative procedure. For given initial data u™ € H3(R?), there exist 0 < 7' < 1 and a
smooth solution u; € C([0,T]; H3(R?)) N L*([0, T]; H*(R?)) of the equations (NS). We choose

the constant £ such that

T T
/ Juy(z, t) > dodt +20, < E < / luy(x, 1) |* do dt + 40,. (3.5)
37 JR3 37 JR3
Furthermore, for given positive constant K, we define the spatial cut-off function yx € C*(R?; [0, 1])
such that
K K
Xk (z) = 1,if |z| < 5 and x(z) = 0,if |z| > R
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Then we decompose u; by

. loc non-loc
up = urxg +ur(l — xx) = uS + u™ec.

Owing to u; € C([0,T]; H3(R?)), we have

M
||u1||LQ([O,T};L2(]R3)))0LP([O,T};L°°(R3))) < Vi (3.6)
for a large enough constant M and there exists a large enough integer K such that
1
1
1™ Nz oy 2 o comasifenyy < a7 (3.7)

o

To employ induction, we suppose that the solution (u,, p,, R,) of the equations (NSR) on [0, 7' x
IR? satisfies the following conditions:

U, = UZOC + ugon—loc’ (38)
lugllz, < M1 =06,2),  lugllgerms <A, 3.9)
ocC M ocC
gl nzpre < 5 (1=6,%),  supp,ug* € Q, (3.10)
q
||u20n-lOCHZt°°BS,2 < )\2’ ||ugon-loc||Z§°B%,/12OZ%BS,/12 . M_l + Zék"'l)\]z%[’ (311)
k=2
T
20411 < E — / |ug|? do dt < 46,41, (3.12)
37 JR3
supp, 12, C €, Ry(t,x) =0,¥t € [0, T + 4], (3.13)
||éq||Lt{z < Bg1 A, Ry || gemwan < A2, (3.14)

where M and E are consistent with these in (3.5)—(3.7). The following proposition shows that
there exists a solution (g1, Pgt1, ]O%qﬂ) of the equations (NSR) satisfying the above inductive
conditions (3.8)—(3.14) with ¢ replaced by ¢ + 1, which guarantees the iteration proceeds suc-
cessfully. Indeed, by employing the iterative proposition as presented below, we are able to prove

Theorem 1.2.

Proposition 3.1. Let 1 < p < 2 and the parameters M, T, )\, 04,2, be as in (3.3)~(3.7). Then
there exist a universal constant Cy and ay such that for a > aq, the following holds. Assume

that (ug, pg, R,) solves (NSR) with ¢ > 1. Then there exists a solution (Ug+1, pgt1, Ryv1) of the
equations (NSR) on [0, T, satisfying (3.8)—(3.14) with q replaced by q + 1, and such that

Ugr1(t) = ug(t), VE€[0,T +4X1, (3.15)
g1 = ugllzz apre < Cody- (3.16)

3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.2. Given a weak solution u € LP([0, Tp]; L (R?)) with initial data uq,
there exists £y € (0,Tp) such that u(ty) € L*(R3) N L*°(R?). By the well-posedness theory of
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the Navier-Stokes equations, we have a unique local mild solution w; on [tg, tiecal] C [0, 75| with
initial data u;(ty) = u(ty) and there exists 0 < 4e < tjpcal — to such that

ul(to + 5) S Hg(Rg)

Let uy (o +¢) € H?(IR?) be the initial data u™ as given in Section 3.2, then u; is a smooth solution
of the equations (NS) on [ty + ¢, tp + € + 7T'] with some 7" < min{1, %(tbcal — tp) }. Obviously, by
taking a large enough and combining (3.5)—(3.7), u, satisfies (3.8)—(3.12) and él satisfies (3.13)
and (3.14) due B, = O at ¢ = 1.

Utilizing Proposition 3.1 inductively, we obtain a sequence of solutions {(u, p, Ry)} of the
equations (NSR) satisfying the inductive estimates (3.8)—(3.14). By the definition of d,, one can
easily deduce that ) >°, 5; /2 converges to a finite number. This fact combined with (3.16) implies
that {u,} is a Cauchy sequence in L?([to+¢, to+e+T]; L2(R*))NLP([to+¢, to+e+T7]; L (R?)).
Since ||Rq|| rt, — 0as g — oo, the limit function v is a weak solution of (NS) and satisfies

v € L*([ty+e,to+ e+ TJ; L*(R*) N LP([to + &, to + £ + T]; L=(R?)), (3.17)
to+e+T
/ o*dzdt = E. (3.18)
to+e+3T JR3

Thanks to (3.15), we have v(ty + ) = u1(to + €).

By virtue of (3.17), one infers that v(z, t) € L*(R®) for a.e. t € [to+¢,to+c+T]. Without loss
of generality, we assume that 0(x, to + ¢ + T') € L*(R?). Then there exists a Leray-Hopf solution
V of (NS) on [ty + ¢+ T, 00), which is also a weak solution of (NS) on [ty + ¢ + 7', co) with initial
datav(to+¢+ 7).

Finally, we construct a weak solution v of (NS) on [0, 7] by letting

v(t) = u(t) ift € [0,t0]; v(t) = uq(t) ift € [to, to + €];
v(t) =0(t) ift € [to+e,to+e+T]; v(t)=VI(t)ift € [to+e+T,To).
Note that u, u;, v and V' are weak solutions of the (NS) with u(ty) = u(to), u(to + &) = v(tg +€)

and v(to+e+T1) = V(to+e+T), one could deduce that v is a weak solutions of the equations (NS)
on [0, 7p] by Proposition 2.4. Since the weak solution v satisfies

to+e+T

/ (e, )2 de df = E,
to+e+3T JR3

where there exist infinitely many constant £ satisfying (3.5), we conclude that v # u. Therefore,

we finish the proof of Theorem 1.2.

4. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.1

In this section, we are devoted to the proof of Proposition 3.1. More specifically, we construct

o

(Ug+1, Pg+1, Ry+1) in Proposition 3.1 by the following three steps:
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e Step 1: Mollification: (ug, Py, éq) = (e, Dy s }O%gq). We define (uy,, pe,, égq) by mollify-

o

ing (ug, pg, R,) so that we obtain higher regularity estimates for the perturbation.

e Step 2: Gluing: (uy,, pe, égq) — (g, g, Rq) We introduce 1, by gluing v, and u,,, which
is employed to achieve the condition (3.15).

=k o

e Step 3: Perturbation: (u,, py, Ry) — (Ugt1,Pg+1, Ry+1). By making use of the shear
intermittent flows, the temporal concentration functions and incompressible perturbation
fluid, we construct the perturbation w,,. Then we define v, by adding w,+; on u,.

4.1. Mollification. We define the functions (uy,, pe, , ﬁ{gq) by the spatial mollifier ¢, and the time
mollifier ¢, in Definition 2.5 as follows: For (z,t) € R* x [0, T,

t4e,
ug, (z,t) := / (uq * e,)(x, 8)pe, (t — 5)ds,
t
40,
ulg(;c(a?, t) = / (u}l"C * g, ) (@, 8) e, (t — ) ds,
t
40,
U 1) = / (W10 s 4y ), 8)epr, (1 — 5) dls,
t
e,
P 0)i= [ s n) )t - ) ds,
t
) g
Ry (x,1) = / (Ry *g,)(x, ) e, (t — 5)ds,
t

t+0
RY™ = ug, ® ug, — / ((uq @ uq) * Yy, )(x, 5)pe, (t — 5)ds.
t

One easily verifies that (uy,, pe, , égq, Ri™) solves the Cauchy problem

Opug, — Aug, + div(ug, ® ug,) + Vpe, = divégq + divRy™,

V-uy, =0, @1
im0 = /0 g ) (2, )0, (—5) s
such that
supp xulz‘;c CQ,+ [—)\;1, )\;1]3, 4.2)
Ry, (t,x) =0, Vtel[0,T+3\"1], supp.Re, CQ+ [N AP (4.3)
Moreover, (g, égq, Re™) satisfies the following estimates.
Proposition 4.1 (Estimates for (uy,, }O%gq, Rg™)). For any integers L, N > 0, we have
||atLWq||L;>°HN+3 N AS&;N‘L, 4.4)

1Re 12z, < SaaXg™ (4.5)
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||at Réq ||L?OWN+3’1 5 )\ng )

||ézem||L§°HN+2 S )\é%;NH-

4.2. Gluing procedure. Let (,(t) € C*°(R) be defined by

Gy =1, t <L 421 (1) =0, t > T+ 3715 [97¢| <A,

q—1
We define u, by
Ug = Gqug + (1 = Cg)ug,,

and

aloc _ Cqu}loc + (1 o Cq) ulg(;c’ ,anon—loc — Cqugon—loc + (1 _ Cq) url}((l)n—loc‘

o=
Thanks to (3.9)—(3.11), one immediately shows that
M

q

08013 npi < 5 (1= 632), supp.alt® € 0, + (23,0,
q
lay Nz sy, < A5 8™ gy ppre < M7HH Y B AL
k=2
gl 2z, < M1 =06)2),  lagllems <A,
Moreover, we infer from (3.9) and (4.9) that
g = Tgll 1z arzree = (1 = C)(ug — w2 rrrre < Clyllugllipens < A7

This estimate together with (3.12) yields that

T

6q+1 S E— / |ﬂq|2dl’ dt S 56q+1.
3
1

T JR3

It follows from (3.13) and (4.3) that
¢, divR, =0, (1 —(,)divR,, = divR,,.
Therefore, one obtains that
Ug(t) = ug(t), t €0, 2 +2x1]

and satisfies

Vi, =0,

\aq|t:0 = uin.

(Oyi1y — Ay + div(idy ® Gg) + Vi, = divRy, + (1 — ¢)dVRI™ + 9,¢,(ug — ug,)
+ Co(1 = C)div((ug — ug,) ® (ug — uy,)),

13

(4.6)
4.7)

(4.8)

4.9)

(4.10)

4.11)

(4.12)

(4.13)

(4.14)

(4.15)

(4.16)

4.3. Perturbation. Intermittent shear velocity flow Assume that ¢) : R — R is a smooth cutoff
function supported on the interval (0, \7'] and [, ¢"(z) dz = 0. We set ¢ = %1# and normalize
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/Rgbzd:)::l.

For any small positive parameter 7 such that r~! € Z and ) > 0, we define

Oro(T) == QT_%gﬁ(T_ll’), Uro(x) == Qr_%iﬁ(r_lm). 4.17)

Particularly, we denote
b (@) 1= b, g12(x), (@) 1=, g172(x) and ¢, (1) := 0, x12 (t).

We periodize ¢, and 1), so that the resulting functions are periodic functions defined on R/ K7Z =:

it in such a way that

T, and we still denote the T-periodic functions by ¢, and v),.. On the other hand, we periodize ¢, so
that the resulting function is periodic function defined on R/ % =: T and we denote the T-periodic
functions by ¢,.

Proposition 4.2 (Estimates for the Fourier coefficient). For ¢,.(x), we rewrite it by Fourier series
as follows:
Gr(x) = D e
meZ\{0}

Then we have
|Cmr| < CK2r~2m 4, (4.18)

Proof. By the definitions of ¢, , and ¢, , we have

1 _ K _
Crn,r :_/¢T(x)e—12ﬂmx/K dr = K—1/2/ T_%QS(’T’_l[L’)e_Qﬂmx/K dur

rTlK r
:K—1/2/ ,r,%qb(y)e—i%rmry/l{ dy — K—1/2,r,é/ ¢(y) iK de—i27rmry/K
0 0

2mmr

r71K
— K—1/2,r,§/ iK e—i27rmry/K¢/(y) dy
0

2mmr

By integration by parts, one infers that

r 1K
Conr :K_1/2r% / K2 ¢/(y) de—i2mmry/K
0

(2mmr)?

-1
—— K3 /0 o e 2R G (y) dy.
Hence, we show that
|Cm.r| < CK?p=52m~2,
Using integration by parts twice again, we have

|| < CKY2p=92m 1,



SHARP NON-UNIQUENESS FOR THE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS IN R? 15
Hence, we complete the proof of Proposition 4.2. U

Next, we choose a large number N, such that Nyk € Z?2 for all k € A. By (4.17), we introduce
the following functions:

¢(€0,1—607’€)($) ::¢)\;0 ()‘é—i-ioNAk ) SL‘), 9(2,00,k) (t) = ¢>\q’f1< q+1(t - tk))

where we choose suitable shifts ¢, with & € A so that g5 5) - 92,000) = 0, Vk # k' € A. We
immediately have that

1

Thanks to ¢, = r?<; * b, and |k| = 1, we obtain that

¢(Eo 1—eq,k) ( ) NA 1)‘q_-il EOle(((w)\;EO> ()‘(11—1—;0NA]€ ' J}))]{?) :
In the following, we denote
N3 () TNk - 2)) =2, o (VTP Nak - ).
Therefore, we have the relation

¢(eo7l—so,k)(1’): 1/\q+1d1V(?/) eo()‘zlﬁ—ioNAk :L’)k‘)

Actually, ¢(60,1_607k)15 and qﬁ(eo,l_m,k)z‘ are the so-called intermittent shear flows, which are intro-
duced in [3]. Moreover, it is well-known that the following estimates hold.

Proposition 4.3 ([3]). Forp € [1, 00| and m € N, we have the following estimates

2 mso %)

HDm¢(6071—Eo,k)HLP(TB) 5 N K2+p)\ ,

d m(0'0+2)— (7_l)
} (h_mg(lao,k)HLp([QTD S gt re

m

Hme;;jg ()‘zl;;ioNAk ’ x)HLP(T3) ~ NK%K + )‘q+1
Amplitudes Before constructing the perturbation, we define amplitudes firstly. Let x : [0, 00) —
[1,00) be a smooth function satisfying
1, 0<2<1,
x(z) = ) (4.20)

z, 22

with z < 2y(z) < 4z for z € (1,2). We define that

R 1 R‘q
Xg = TK3X<<6q+1A;4“ >)

Next, the space cutoffs {7,(x)},>1 € C>°(R?) are defined by

Supp 7 = Qqr1, Talagrioaciagisp =1 1DV S A, (4.21)
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where €, is defined in (3.4). We introduce the time-space cutoffs {1, },>1 by

Mg (t; ) = (1= ()77 (), (4.22)

where {(,(t)} € C*(R) is defined by (4.8).
Thanks to (4.2) and (4.3), one can easily deduce that

neRe, = Ry, (4.23)

T 1
/ / N2y dz dt € [—,2]. (4.24)
% R3 8

Indeed, we deduce from the definitions of 7, and x, that

ﬂT/ TiXa drdt = 7 /;T/QH o) (e 4a>> dz dt.

On one hand, by (4.5), one has

Ry, Ry
TK3/ /QH =) dmdt<TK3/ /Q A1+ |7 ) darat

(TK® +4) <2.

We claim that

- TK 3
On the other hand,

Ry 1 r 1
4 > > —.
TKgﬂ)T/§;+1/r/q Sqr1ng 4a>>dxdt_TK3/%/Qq].dxdt_8

. E- f% fRS || dz dt — 30442 4.25)
Dg = . .
! f% Js M2 xq e dt

Combining (4.14) with (4.24) shows that

), 20,
pue [P =
We give the temporal cutoff n(t) € C*([0,T]) by

We set

nt)=1,te0,X]; nit)=0te 2, T); 9y <CTV, (4.26)
and define

Pq(t) = 6q+1n(t) + (1 = n(t))pg- (4.27)

We are in position to give the amplitudes a o (¢, z) by

R
gk (6 2) = g0 (T = =) (x0) 2, (4.28)

qPq
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where a;, stems from Lemma 2.1.

4.3.1. Construction the perturbation. We construct the principal perturbation wffﬁl as follows:

WL =) g Pleost o) (@) 92,000 (- (4.29)
keA
Since wgﬁl is not divergence-free, we need to construct the incompressibility corrector of w(p )1 to
ensure that the perturbation is divergence-free. Noting that for any k& L k, we have
dlv(ib < (A °Nak - 2)k @ k) =0,
and
Peo1—eo) (X)k = N AL div (¢ e VCONAK -2k @ k).
Then we rewrite wffﬁl as
51131)—1 Z N )‘q+1a(k7Q)g(2 00,k) ( )le(’l/) *Eo( ;+§0NA]€ : ZL’)]{? ® ];,)
keA
=3 NG 900 (Hdiv (W] . (MSONsk - 2) (k@ k — k@ k). (4.30)
keA Yo
Based on this equality, we define wf;)rl by
wy =Y NyA Y 60( VIONAk - 2) G200 ()diV(ag g (k@ k — k@ k). (4.31)
keA
One easily deduces that
diV(wfﬁzl + wf](il)-l)
— Z Ny divdiv(ageg g(zam,ﬁ)(t)w;,e?( CONAk -z (k@ k—k®k)) =
ke o
where we have used the fact that divdivlM = 0 for any anti-symmetric matrix M.
Finally, we define w 1 by solving the following Cauchy problem
( @wfﬁrl — Awgil + div(wfﬁr1 ® wgil) + div(wfﬁrl ® ﬂnon'loc)
+ le( —non-loc ® w(t) ) + th .
t Far (4.32)

divw, =0,

w® _
q+1|t -0 =0,

where the force term [, is determined by Ji’zgem, (uqg — uyg,) and some terms extracted from
8t(w[(;21 + wf;frl) and div(w 5}21 ® wﬁl), as in (4.35). To demonstrate the derivation of F}; clearly,
we decompose J; (w (p)l + wfﬁrl) and div(w (p)l ® wffﬁl) firstly.
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Proposition 4.4 (The decomposition of 8t(w[(1‘21 + wf;)rl)). Let wfﬁzl and wff}rl be defined in (4.30)
and (4.31) respectively, we have

B (w®, +w') = divR(), + divR?, + F, + VP,
where

R = NI 0lagg@.oom (D)) o i Nak - 0) (k@ ki + k@ k),
keA

RY) = —2NAE Y Un-ea (A5 Nak - @)k & div 0y () 920 (£) K @ k),

keA
FY = 2N B Uy (AT Nak - @)k - Viv (9r (a9 2o (D) @ K),
keA
P = - NA%WZ% o (N1 Nak - ) div(D: (a0 92,00, (D))
keA

Proof. Thanks to (4.30) and (4.31), we have
wPly +wlly = NI (a0 92000 (t)@b;;? ALPONAk - 2)(k @k —k©k). (4.33)
keA
Therefore, one infers that

0wy +wlly) = NI AV (0(a.g 9@oon (t))@b (A;+;ONA1<: ) k@k-k®k))
keA

= Z le)\;ildiv(ﬁt(a(k,q)g(g,govk) (t))@b;to ()‘;I—EONA]{: . x)(k‘ Qk+k® k‘))
keA o

—2) Ny V(0 (g 9e.00m (t))w (A;+;°NA1<; o)k @ k). (4.34)
keA

For the second term, due to & L k and |k| = 1, one deduces that

— 2 NyALLdiv (0 (a9 @.o0m (D)) (A;+;°NA1<: - 2)k @ k)

keA
= =23 Ny T Nak - 2)diY (91 (a0 90,000 (D) F © F)
keA
=—2) N2 div( Uy (Ao NAK - 2) k) div (9 (agr.g) 92,000 (1) @ k)
keA
= — 2NN 0 ) div( wﬁo (MO NAk - 2)k @ div (0, (agk.g)g@.0m () k @ k)
keA
NN Y Uy ALONAK - @)k - Vdiv (9 (ag.g g@.om (t)k @ k)
keA

= — 2NX2)‘q_-El Z div (¢A;j‘{ ()\;I_iONA/{? . Zt)k‘ ® div (8t(a(k7q)g(2m,k)(t))k: ® k‘))
keA
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2 Y , _
- SN flv(z Uy O NAK x)dlv(8t(a(k7q)g(2m,k)(t))k:))
keA

+ 2NN Z Uy (MZONsk - 2)k - Vdiv(9y(ag g 92,000 () E @ k)
eA

where we have used the fact that v @ u := v @ u — %v - uld. Plugging this equality into (4.34)
yields Proposition 4.4. O

Proposition 4.5 (The decomposition of div(w); @ w®),)). Let w'F), be defined in (4.29), we have

. P 53 2 3
dW(wffﬁl ® wfz?—l) +divR,, = dzvRéle + Fq(—i-)l q(+)1 + V(U?(quq)m),

where
27" O(l4+m)Nak-z/ K

503) . K¢y eyCmep€' a1

Riy=—i) > o S+ m) k@ div(afy. ) 9,00 1)k @ F)
keA m,1eZ\{0},m~+1#0 q+1
. [(CL6 Cim.c el27r)‘q+;0 (I+m)Nak-z/K 9 -

_12 Z ° 27:)\1 eo(l_'_m> k®le( )9(2,00,k)k®k)7

keA m,leZ\{0},m+I£0 q+1

127r)\q+1O (I4+m)Npk-z/K

KcpooCmen€ _
Fia=id, > N k- Vdiv(a?y ) Ty ik © F)
q+1 1—e (k,0)9(2,00,k)

kEA m,L€Z\{0},m+170 2rNAA 1 (L +m)

127r)\q+i0(l+m)NAk z/K B

KCI e0Cm,en €
+1Z Z »€0 €0 1_5 k leV(a(k q 9(2 00, k)k ® k)’
kEA m,1€Z\{0},m+1#0 2T NpA 1" (L+m)

3 : =
F(+)l = Z dlv(a%k’q)IP’;ﬁo(gépO’k))k & k)
keA

Proof. Thanks to (4.19), one has

P:0(¢%ﬁo,1—60,k)) = ]‘7 and on(g(22,0'0,k) (t)) = 1

According to (4.29), we obtain that

div(wfﬁil ® wgﬁl) + leRg = Zdlv a(k 9 gb(eo 1—co, k)g 2,00,k) k® E‘)

keA
—Zdlv a(kq )-'-leRg —i—Zle a(quP’;,go( 200k)l;;®/5)
keA keA
+ Z div (a%k,q)gé,ao,k)lp)?ﬁo(¢%€071—50,k)>% ® ]%) .
keA

By the definition of a4 in (4.28) and Lemma 2.1, we have

Z div(a%m)l;: ® l;:) + diV}O%gq = div(ng(xqpq)l/zld — 772}0%@(1) + divf%gq = V(ns(xqpq)l/z),
keA
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where we have used (4.23). By Proposition 4.2, one has

Z diV(a%’fﬂ)g(22,007k)1p)7’50<¢%ﬁo,1—607k)>]% ® E)

keA
= E d1V k 9 2 ook @k E Cl,eocm,eoelzm\ﬁl (I+m)Npk- x/K)
keA m,leZ\{0},m+17#0
. e T €0
— E dlv(a%kﬂ)g(?zamk)k; ® ]{;) § : Clvgocm’eoelzmqﬂ (I4+m)Nak-z/ K
keA m,l€Z\{0},m~+1#0

om0 (l—l—m)NAk-x/Kk,)

o Kdiv(cegCm,ep€™™att
——iS div(ed A, kO e
Z ( (k,)9(2,00,k) ) Z 27TNA)\;_T_§0 (l + m)

keA m,l€Z\{0},m~+1#0
: - KcpegCm,e 12N 17 (M) Nk /K .9 o T o I
:dlv( i 2 0 27:)\1 O +m) k ® div(afy.g) 900,k © F)
keA m,leZ\{0},m+I£0 q+1
) Kcl,eocm o 6127r>\q+1 (I4+m)Npk-z/K
_12 Z 2\~ © (] +m) /{5®le( kII)g(2Uo, k®k))
keA m,1€Z\{0},m~+17#0 q+1

127r)\q+i0 (I4+m)Npk-z/K

KCl €0Cm, e € _ _
+iz Z S 1—e k- leV( (k,q) 9(2 a0,k k k)
kEA m,IEZ\{0},m+10 2 NpAg 1 (L +m)

127r)\q+i0 (I4+m)Npk-z/K B

E § : KCl €0Cm,en€
+1 0 0 ¢ k’ leV( kq)g(2cro, )k@k)
kEA m,1EZ\{0},m+10 2 NpA 1" (L +m)

= leR(+1 + q(+)1
Hence, we have
div(w®, @ w® ) + divRy,

= leR(+1 + F(—2|—1 + Z div(a k ) P#O(QQ 0,k) k@ k) + V(U?(quq)l/z)
keA

= leR((lizl + ( ) + F +1 _'_ V(nq(quq)1/2)‘

This completes the proof of Proposition 4.5. U

Now we give the definition of wq 1 1in more details. Let wgﬂrl be the solution of the equations

(4.32), where F, is given by
Fp == F = F2 — F — (1= () divRT™ — 9,C,(ug — ug,)
= Go(1 = Cg)div((ug — ue,) ® (ug — uy,)). (4.35)
Then we define the perturbation w,1 by

(C) ®
Wet1 = W, +1 T Wepy + Weiy-
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4.3.2. Estimates for the perturbation. In order to estimate w,;, we give some preliminary esti-
mates in terms of x4, (kg and Fi .
Note that the smooth function y > 1 in (4.20), one can expect to obtain higher-order derivative

1/2

estimates for (y,p,)"/? and (y,p,) ", which is shown by Proposition 4.6 as follows.

Proposition 4.6 (Estimates for (y,p,)"/? and (x,p,)""). Forany N > 2, we have

1(xaPa) ey < Cn(TK®)™ 1/25;:\{“/2)\5N+4N“£_ (4.36)
1(XqPq) M peerry < ONT KPS, NNV N, 4.37)
||at(quq)1/2||L§°HN < C’N(TK3) 1/25q_+1 1/2)\5N+5+4(N+1)a£q—2N’ (4.38)
10:(XqPq) Hlpeerry < ONTK?6, ™ 2)\5N+5+4(N+1 0N, (4.39)

Proof. Since x(z) > 1, p, ~ 0441 and

_ 1 élq
ot = g (i) ) o

we infer from (4.6) that

1(Xapa) P lzge v =1Ix5 2 | gerrn g ()| o
Ry N-1 R,
<COn(TK?) V2512 (1 ‘ ‘ ) ‘ _ My
SCN(TK3)—1/25;ﬁ+1/2)\2N+4N¢1€;N
and
o) llem <ONTE?S1 (14 ‘ ) R,
XqPq Lo HN N g+1 q—l—l)‘ da L, 5q+1)\q—4a Lo HN
SONTKP NN AN N, (4.40)
With the aid of (4.6) and T < Ag» one deduces that
||at(quq)1/2||L°°HN
<N0exy"* Nl oo mr 1o (0l e + 115" | e rrv 19y (1) | v
O, Ry Ry N-1 R,
<C TK3 1/251/2) q <1 ‘ q > ) q
> N( ) q+1 6q+1)\—4a L&HN + 5q+1)\q_4a Ly, 6q+1)\;4a L HN
N1 R,
Cn(TK3) 271542 (1 ) e ) ‘ _ M
+ N( ) qg+1 + q+1)\ —4a L?,oz 5q+1)\q—4a L?OHN

<CN (T K3) 1/2 5 . / )\5N+5+4(N+1 eq 2N’
and

10:(Xqpg) ™ Nl Lge
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<119exg Hlzge e log ()l zoe + [Ixg e 19205 (8) | Lo

&51’—3{5 Rz N-1 ég
<O [ e (U |5 ) ]
- T G gt Nl gomn " g1yt g, Ogrr A4 e
R, N-1 Ry
ONTRT 5., (1 ‘ —e | ) ‘ M
+ CnN q+1 + 5q+1)\q_4a L, 5q+1)\;4a L HN
SCNTK?’(Sq_ﬁ_2)\2N+5+4(N+1)a€;2N.
Hence we complete the proof of Proposition 4.6. U
Proposition 4.7 (Estimates for a o). For N > 2, we have
lagg |l zeeny < CnEN, (4.41)
10vae gl oo < Cni, . (4.42)

Proof. Combining with (4.6) and (4.37), we obtain that
B
XqPq

- <IIRe, | ee, | (Xapa) ™ Mo rrn + 1 R llnge mrv [|(Xapa) ™"l ie,

SONTKP NIV N T K6, A0

SONTK?0, NN HaNeg N, (4.43)

This inequality together with (4.6) implies that

R R N1 R
Jou (1 = S s (150
XqPq/ WLZHN XqPq "LT% XqPq "L HN
<O (TR G s

Since . q) = ngay (Id — fisy ) (XqPq)'/?, we have by (4.36), (4.43) and (4.44) that

XaPq

lage g <o (1a = )

| (quq)1/2 ||L§’f; +Cl (quq)1/2 ||L§°HN

XqPq/ WL HN
SCN(TKS)Néq—_E{V)\;ON—iANag;N + CN(TK?’)_1/25;+Z\i+1/2)\2N+4Na€;N
3\N ¢—2N y10N+4Na p— N
<CN(TK3)N o2 \LON+4Na N,
Owning to
1
T<1, a< T K < Ng, 64 < A8, Ly =X, (4.45)

we obtain (4.41) by the above estimate.
By (4.6), (4.37) and (4.39), we have that

o ()

. §||atR£qHL§°HN||(Xqﬂq)_1||Lg°HN + ||qu’|L;;°HNHﬁt(Xqﬂq)_lHLgOHN
t
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SCNTK35q_ﬁ 2)\5N+10+4(N+1 a£—3N

+ CNTK35q—ﬁ 2)\5N+10+4(N+1 a£—3N+1

SCNTK35q—ﬁ 2)\5N+10+4(N+1 a£—3N (446)

Therefore, one infers from (4.6), (4.43) and (4.46) that

[0 (10— ) guw(m_ e e (quq))

XqPq/ WLZHN XqPq LeeHN
N-1y, R
SO G NG o)
XqPq”’ LT XqPq”/ LE°HN XqPq/ NLEHN
_3N— 2N+1)a p—4N
SCN(TKg)N+15qE{V 2)\35N+10+4( +1) Eq ) (4.47)

Collecting (4.36), (4.38), (4.44) and (4.47) together shows that

éf 1/2
0z N0z e (16 = )| ) sz
R
- ) (Id . q > 1/2 -
+ il |Dae (10 = )| HOpn) e
R
- Id — q ) o 1/2 -
i (10 = =) 000 e
<CNT~ 1/2(TK3)N+15;1{V 3/2)\21N+10+4(3N+1 aE—SN

where we use the fact that ||91,|| pee v S K*2T7'AY and [|ny|| e v S K*2T~'AY. Thanks to
(4.45), we prove (4.42). Thus, we complete the proof of Proposition 4.7. U

Proposition 4.8 (Estimates for I 1). Let I, be defined in (4.35), then

t— S A _20
H / ( F ) ds LooBé/fﬂLlBs/z — )\q ) (448)
1Fylloge e S NaE 02N (4.49)

Proof. We firstly prove (4.48). By Lemma 2.7, we have for 7' < 1 that
s) 1)
[ oo
L

The fact that supp ,a(,q) € Q2g+1 € [ — %, %] implies that F! +)1 has spatial compact support.

Therefore, we obtain by the definition of T? that

1 1/2
e SN .

€ 1/2 € 1/2
Al eo<A;+10NAk )it 9, L5 Nk - 2) 2
X |0 (a(r.q)9(2.00,k) () || L1300 -

1
SUIEL gy
1/2 leg/f ’

1/2

1
IES KA

L} B,
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By Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.7, we obtain that

101 (@ k.0 9200, (D) Lpwranee
Sllaw.q ||L;>ow3»oo 19:9(2.00,4) ()| 2 + 10c.0) | Lgws.oo[| G200, (E) |

—12y1+00
qu )\q-i-lu

32 (g5 Nak - )| ey S Ny K,
and

€ 1/2 1/2 1/2

[y (NG Nk )77 sy € NN

Hence, one gets

S NAKP20120\00 2, (4.50)

q+1

H/ o5 M (5) ds

By the definition of F( )1 in Proposition 4.5, we have

2) 1/2 1/2
VEG2i sy myve SN N2
. > K H“?k,qﬂ?z,aovk) lziwsos
kEA m,I€Z\{0},m+150
H Cl,egcm,egeQﬂ)\qul (I+m)Npk-z/K ’ 1/2 Cl,eocm7506127r)\q+l (I+m)Npk-x/ K ‘ 1/2
2T NpAL (L + m) L2(T3) 2T NpAA (L +m) H(T3)
Note that
. 1—e
H6127"\q+10(”m)NAk'x/KHHl(Ts) S K1/2NA)\2—T€OU + m],
together with Lemma 2.7, Proposition 4.2— 4.3 and Proposition 4.7, we have
t—s)A (2
H/ el Fq+1 s) ds P BY2nEiBy? Sl q+1||L1B1/2
Y Y Klaallenalll+mlm oy w5
keA m,I€Z\{0},m+1£0
o )10\ —1/2+10¢
<K11>\5+4 / 10)\q+{ o (4.51)
Now we estimate f elt= S)AF(3 1(s) ds. Firstly, we denote
. Agtat )
hoo®) = N73 [ Bl (s)) d. @.52)
0

Then we have

¢ t
/0 - S)AFq-i-l( )dS _/0 - Adlv(a(kq k ];‘1) thO(S)
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t
- /0 By ()30, (div(a, , k @ F)) ds —

we obtain by Proposition 4.7 that

H/ (¢ SAFqH s)ds

Moreover, by (3.9) and (4.7), we have

g p? Slatygllzge s + 1060t g) | o rr2) g (8) ] 52

LBy nL}B;

SALON (4.53)

q+1-

(1 — ¢ )divRre™|| v S SNRE™|| ooz S AL, S AT

LIB
and
10:Cq (g — wg,) + Co(1 — (g)div((ug — ue,) @ (ug — Wq))HL%B;(f
Styllugllserre + €gllugll e ms (Jugl| oo 2 + (e, || g mr2)
SAL0g, < A0,

Collecting the above two estimates with (4.50)—(4.53) together shows that

H/ DF, 1 (s) ds

<N K3/2£—12)\;{2+oo K4 >‘5+4a£_10>‘qi{2+1060 )\5+4a£—16)\qfi) + )\;40

NKIINA)\q 40 S )\[]—20'

Ly ByPnL By}

Thereby, we obtain (4.48) for large enough a.

Now we turn to estimate ||F;1[/zopm2. Firstly, we estimate [|F] +1|| L ||F, +1|| reer> and
| F, +1|| oo > Tespectively.

For F, 0 .+1 defined in Proposition 4.4, using Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.7, we have

|Fh e AN A Nak - ) 12229 |91 (a(8.0) I 2.00.8) (D) [ erwrace

SKPPNRUENED.
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)

Owing to (4.18), Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.7, we bound F( 11 by
IEE | e 2
|Cl€ ||Cm5 | 270 A2 70 (14m k-x
SO DR DS v e L L RIS
ke m,1€Z\{0},m~+1#£0 q+1
1+8e€ —
SNMKY Y Nl e e s 9 e
m,l€Z\{0},m+10

SNAKlOEq_éS)\?]i%O .

For F q( +)1, by Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.7, we have
IE e rz <llagg o2 1P 2o (9o e S AT Mo

Using (3.9) and (4.7), one deduces that
[divRI™ | ooz S AL,
and
10:Cq (g — ue,) + (1 — Co)div((ug — ue,) ® (ug — ug, )|l o m2
Slallugll eoms + (gl oo ms + ue,llLens)? S AL
Therefore, we have
| Fyitllpoorre SKPPNRETPNSET + NAK 00 SN0 4 NoHAeg 402 4+ OAL
SNAK10£;12)\21§60 )

We obtain (4.49), so that we finish the proof of Proposition 4.8. U

Proposition 4.9 (Estimates for ngrl). Let w[(;il be the solution of the equations (4.32), then we

have
—6
Hujq—i-lHLooBlmleBd/2 < 5q+2)\q+(117 (454)
® 10 p—12 y 348
lwgrallzpe g, S NaK 20 AT (4.55)

Proof. With the aid of Duhamel formula, we write the equations (4.32) in the integral form

t
® _ t—s)ApJ; (® ® -1 ® ® -1
W1 (@, 1) —/0 el =IAPdiv(w Wary ® Wopy + 1™ @ wyy + Wy @ ug”™)(s) ds

t
— / eIAPE, 1 (s)ds, (4.56)

0
where P is the Leray projector onto divergence-free victor fields.
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Thanks to (3.11), we have

H / (t—s APle( non-loc ® ,w(t) o + ,w(t) 0 ® unon loc) ds

1/2 5/2

L°°B leB

N(||u2°n'1°° ® wf;—)i-lHLlBS/z + ||wq+1 ® ugon_locnztlBg/f)

< Hunon -loc ||L<><>Bl/2 (t)

NL!BS/? [wg+1 ||Z;>°B;/fnig33/f

SC’M‘IHw(t)

q+1 ||L°°B1/2

nLiBYE

By Proposition 4.8, one gets

¢
H/ =IAPE, 1 (s)ds

<H/ (t— sAF ( )dS
1

Taking M large enough such that CM~! < 3, for large enough a, we collect the above two

1/2 5/2

L°°B ﬂLlB

SN < Gy

q+1-

1/2 0/2 ~

LBy L1 B]
estimates together to obtain

() (t)

||wq-i-l||Lo<>Bl/2 L%Bg/f 5 ||wq+1||L°°B1/zﬂL1B5/2 + >‘_20 <9 +2)\q+1

By the Banach fixed point theorem and the the continuity method, this estimate implies that as long
as a is large enough, the equation (4.56) admits a unique mild solution w() 11 on [0, 7] with

®
qu—l—lHLooBl/szlB~‘/2 5 5q+2)‘q+1 < 5q+2)\q+1 4.57)

Note that Fy1(t) = 0 fort € [0, % 42X ;] and wf;ﬂrlh:o = 0, the above inequality implies that

wl () =0, vo<t<Lor’. (4.58)

g+1

Moreover, by (3.11), (4.49) and (4.57), note that L° H? — ZSOB% 5, We have

e allz g, Sleallze s ol ze sy, + g™ o roe Nl 72 e

1 e g 0 e + | s,

- 3/5 2/5
SJHwt(]t-)l-lHLooBlm||wt(1t-)i-1||Z§°Bg’2 + ||“20n IOC’|L?°L°°Hw¢(;3r1||Z/§OB% [Jw f;tjr1||L{>oBl/2
- 2/5 3/5
™ e a2 g a2 e+ WF ey,

_ ¢ 1
<C (G120 ’|wt(1t—)|-1HL°°B3 0o TG A Na K0 AT) + 5”“1311“5?033’2-
This inequality shows that

i g < llwgiallzepy, S NaK0 AT,
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Proposition 4.10 (Estimates for w,1). For 1 < p < 2, there exists a constant Cy, such that

1
9/2 1/2
leogilliz ewrise + A Tl < 7Co8,2,

-1+
w2 rrore + Mgt Wi lpems < A7 %,

—9/2 1/2
lwgrilliz i + Mgt lganl| 2o < 5006q41.
Moreover,

[P Neere S0 N1, N[0 | nsere S 6,5,

Proof. By the definition of w(p)l in (4.29) and Lemma 2.3, we have

lwgillzz, Sllawolzz, 19e.00m O]z |Gt -cm @)z

_90_1"¢€0
i Nageallor N9eeom Oz 19t i—wn (@)1
SKagglle. + K720, 2 lagg|
SBTakg ez, a+1 1%k lict -

From the definition of a ), one deduces that

1/2 1/2
lagallzz, S Iapally S 8,55

By Proposition 4.7, we have

laggllc:, S €

Hence, there exists a universal constant C;, > K2 such that

1—e

1/2 — —
||wq+1||L <K25/ K3/2€ 12)‘q—i-l : S

1/2
gr1 T C’05q+1’

| —

Thanks to Proposition 4.3, one gets

w0 oz <llagog |z llge, ao,m(t)HmHmeo,l_go,k)(x)Hmm

1y,
+3 0051/2

<K3/2 )\5+4o¢)\q+1p et

We infer from Proposition 4.7 that
logill s <Nl msllgeaon Ol 1éa—cm (@) s
9/2 ¢1/2
SNRKP20008, ) < CO)\q+16q+1.
Collecting the above three estimates together shows (4.59).
Applying Lemma 2.3 and Proposition 4.3 to w(c) in (4.31), we have

leoghilluz, <Aq+1|la<k,q 2 19200 @)1 -0 Mgt Nak - @) | 2cs

+ /\q+1 g lex ||g(2,007k)(t)||L§Hw;;?()‘é;ioNAk - )| r2(19)

(4.59)
(4.60)

(4.61)

(4.62)

(4.63)
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<K3/2)‘q+1||a k.q) ||L°°H1 K3/2)\q+1 ||a(k,q ||Ct1,x~
Then utilizing Proposition 4.7 yields that
lwghllze, S K220
By Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.7, we have
il Ahllaal i 9o Ol 19 (A Nak - 2)lleqes

§K1/2>\2+4O¢>\q_i1_2(5_2 (4‘.64)

and

1—eo

lwgillzeons <Az llawa e msllge.momn (t Ol 19 (Aqs Nak - @)l ore)
SNRK320003 ).
Hence, we obtain (4.60). Due to
LEB N LB — L2, nLIL™, 1<p<2,
the estimates (4.54), (4.59) together with (4.60) imply (4.61). Moreover, by Proposition 4.3 and
Proposition 4.7, we obtain that
lo®llzze gl z=l9mom Ol 19t i—awn (@l ) S 6 A,

and

lwgtallere SAG lagallews<llge.oomn (Ol IIQ/);;?(AZ?ONM @)l z2ere) S 6;°

This shows (4.62). Therefore, we complete the proof of Proposition 4.10. U
4.3.3. Estimates for the Reynolds stress }O%qﬂ. Letting

Ugt1 = Uq + Wy,

@ © = L2 ®  -lc

) 2
3( q+1 + wq-i—l) " Ug + gwq-‘rl " Uyg

Pg+1 = Pt +Dg — Pq(+1 Ny (quq>1/2 +

2 2 2 1
(p) (C) (P (t) (©) (C) (©) (©)
+ 3wq+1 Weyr + 3wq+1 Weyr + 3wq+1 Weir + 3wq+1 * Wy,

where wgy1 = wq +1 + wf;j)rl + wf;il, we have from (4.16) that

Optig1 — Augrr + div(ug1 ® ugy1) + Vpgra
=0iWg1 — Awgy1 + div(wgyr @ Ug) + div(ty @ wepr) + div(wgrr ® wgyq)

+ Vp, A+ divRy, + (1 — C)divRI™ + ,C, (ug — g,) + Co(1 — C)div((ug — ug,) @ (ug — ug,))
=0 (wily +wily) = Alw, +wily) + div((wly + wil) © ) + div(tg © (w), +w,))

+ div(wf;zrl ® ay°) + div(ay © wf;il) + divlo%gq
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+ @w((;il _ Aw“) )+ div(w! ® )L © a locy 4 div(ar oe o wffil) Vp, — VPq+1
+div(wl, @ wf) = V(02 (xepg) ?) + (1= C)AVR,™ + 9,y (ug — ur,)
+div(wgly ® (wily +wily) + wily © wer + iy © (Wil + i)

+ Go(1 = ¢)div((ug — ug,) © (ug — ug,)).

Since wq 1 satisfies the equations (4.32), by Proposition 4.4—4.5, we obtain from the above
equality that

Opug1 — Augrr + div(ugr1 ® ugi1) + Vg
_dIVR(-i-l + leRq+1 Alwd)y +wily) + div((wl, + wi,) © i)
+ div(t, ® (w, (p) 1+ wfﬁrl)) + div(w, ©,® uye) + div(ay @ wfﬁrl) + divlo%((li)l
+div(w®; @ (0 +wh) + wy @ wep + w0l & WP +w))
_dIV(R(+1 + R(+1 + Rq+1 + (wdhy +wily) ® g + g © (W, +w,)
+ ol @ar +ar @ wly — (Vwr +wl) + (VP +wi))Th)
+ P @ (WS +wl ) +w ®wen +wl © W +w))
—divR .. (4.65)

Now we are focused on estimating }O%qH. According to the definition of }O%qH in (4 65) Supp éqﬂ
5(3) (9] w®©

is determined by the supports of éfﬁzl, éfﬁzl, Ry whyy wily and @, From Rq 41 and Rq 41 in
Proposition 4.4, R +1 in Proposition 4.5, w(p)l in (4.30) and w(c) 11 1n (4.31), we infer that
5(3
Supp » Rq+17 Rq+17 Rq—Bl’ wfﬁl)—lu wc(;ii)-l = supp :Ba(k q) C Qq—l—l-

This relation together with (4.10) implies that

2 3
supp ach+1 - Qq+1 - [_ %7 %} . (466)

Proposition 4.11 (Estimates for R,,1). Let Ry, be defined in (4.65), it holds that
|Ryally, < dpradils, (4.67)
1Ryl pooman < X2, (4.68)
Proof. By the definitions of J-i’glﬁl and Ji’fﬁzl in Proposition 4.4, we infer from Proposition 4.3,
Proposition 4.7 and (4.66) that
IRl SA 1000 2 a4 g Nak - 2)l| oo
+ A l9@o0m L 10 gl L, ||¢A;;g (AT Nak - )| L1 13)

<K5/2€_12>\q+1 ’ (4.69)
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and
IR Ny, SAZ g AT Nak - )| sz llage w109 20l

+ >‘q_f1||%;;g At DNk - @) || 1 ro) |0y || Lo wrroe | 9,00, || 20

— oo—L—1
SKPPOENE T (4.70)
By the definition of Rf]?jzl in Proposition 4.5, using (4.18), Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.7, one
gets that
3 |Cl € ||Cm € |
1Bzl K 30 S et lwes ool
m,LeZ\{0},m+1£0 Q+1
§K10 Z \l + m‘—S}\q—if—lOEo >\5+4a€ 6
m,1€Z\{0},m+1£0
— Oe o p—
SKON 00N, (4.71)

With the aid of (4.33), we have

(
||V(wqﬂ)-1 + wﬁl)HLl

t,x

Sht Ha(k,q>g(2,oo,k>(t)¢;;9( ' Nak - )|l e
SAzill9@oom ot [lageg | ez Hiﬁ;;g (Agr 3 Nak - )|l w.1 (s)
By Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.7, one obtains that
HV( (p) [(](i‘,)-l)HLl <K5/2€ 8)‘q+1
Making use of (4.12), (4.60) and (4.63), we have
[ (w 51%31 l(;ii)-l) ® Ug + Uq ® (w 51[21 + wz(ch)rl)HLt{z
) c ~
5K3/2(||w$rl||L1Loo + ’|w¢(14)rl’|L}L°°)’|Uq||L;’°L2
ay~1+9P
SEOPMNN 2. (4.72)
By virtue of (4.10) and (4.54), we easily deduce that
0y 8 @ + % & w15y, SKY2 0l ol e
SKPMS,00 05 (4.73)
With the aid of Proposition 4.9 and Proposition 4.10, we have
||7~U$21 ® (wt(;CJ)d + w((]t—)l—l)HLl + ||w[(104)r1 ® wq-i-l”L%@ + ||wl(]t-)|-1 ® (wt(ﬁh + wt(;CJ)rl)HLt{w
1 1/2 1/2 \—14+2
55005q415q+2xq+1 + Coaqil e (4.74)
Collecting (4.69)—(4.74) together, we arrive at

||Rq+1 ||L1 < K105q+2)‘q+1
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For large enough a, this estimate combined with (3.1) and (3.2) yields (4.67).
Now we are focused on estimating H]?Eqﬂ || Leows.1. By Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.7, we
have

IR eewss A0 .00 e lag [l zowsos 1] o gr1 Nak - @) [lyaro)

1—eo

+ >\q+l||g(2700,k)||L§X’ 10k (,q) || Lgows. ||w>\;j?(>\q+l Nk - @) [lwsacrs)

5
<K5/2£—10)\qr170

Applying Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.7 to ]o%((l%zl, we have

1R e AN N3 Nak - ) lwo e ags o)l zow s 102,02+
F Al (gr Nk - 2)llwss (2 |9ht it ) ewse | 92,00, | 2o

19\ Atop—0
§K5/2£q12)\q+clr0 3

For R(;jzl, with the aid of (4.18), Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.7, one shows that
IR s SEPNE 3 A el lemeol I+ mlPllafy g e
m,1€Z\{0},m+1#0

12 773 —235+4a p—8 y 449
<K'“N3} > |1+ m|2NI e S\
m,1€Z\{0},m-+1£0
12 A73 \ 5+4a p—8 y 4+9¢
SKZNIN e s b,

Taking advantage of (4.33), Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.7, we have

(V] - _
IV (wily + wgl )l gewan SArillawageon s DY «f gri Nak - 2) | e

SAgtillg@oomll o llagw gl oo ma |9 eo( T ONAK - @) | e

3/2 )-8
<K / b, )\q+1
By virtue of (4.12), (4.59) and (4.60), we obtain that
[ (w (p)l + wffll) ® Ug + Uqg ® (w (p)l + w;i)rl)HLgOW&l
¢ _ 9/2
5(”@21”@0}13 + ||w¢(1-|)-1||L§°H3)||uq||L§°H3 ~ )\2)\(1—/{-1‘

By (4.12) and (4.54), we have

lw®; & % + @ & wl [ psowsa SNwSyllngems @ oo s S ASAVE.

By Proposition 4.9 and Proposition 4.10, one deduces that
( o o o (
lwiy © (wely + wik)lzewss + [lwidy © werallewss + [lwih, © (el +wily)llzews:

SH?U((;CJ)A’|L§°L2(Hw¢(ﬁ21||L§°H3 + wa;CJ)AHL?HS + ||wz(1t3r1||L;>°H3)
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+ ||wz(104)r1||Lt°°H3(||w$:1||L;>°L2 + ||7~Uffjr1||Lt°°L2 + ||wét3r1||Lg°L2)

( )
+ ||wz(1t-)|-lHLt°°L2qurii)-lHL,?oH3 + ng—)i-lHL?"Hf’sz(][ii-lHL?"Lz

6¢cl/2\9/2 10 p—12 y 4+8¢€
SCol S0y ANIE + NaAK 0 1220w,

q+17q+1 q+1

Therefore, collecting these estimates together imply that

: —12\5+to0—3
ol 1022050

33

Thanks to the condition (3.2), we prove (4.68), so that we complete the proof of Proposition 4.11.

Proposition 4.12. Let u,1 = Uy + Wyt1, we have
T
‘E—/ / |uq+1|2dxdt—35q+2‘ S (5q+2)\q—a.
ar Js

Proof. We write

U

T T T T
/ / |uq+1\2dxdt:/ / |ﬂq\2dxdt+/ / |wq+1|2dxdt+2/ / Ug - Wyyr dr dt
o Jas o Jas 7 J 7 Ja

= I+ I+ IIL
For III, we split w,; into three parts wgl, f;}rl and wgﬂrl. Note that

®)
supp e Wy = supp qu+1 - Qq+17

we obtain

T
|111|5MT/ T - w ;ﬁldxdt‘+‘/ / a, ;21dxd‘+‘/ / T, -
Y Qg Qg1 R3

Thanks to (3.9), (4.4) and (4.54), one deduces that

T
)AT /RS Ug - W l(;jrl dxdt‘ < ||uq||LooL2||'UJq+1||L1L2 < M)\q)\q—i-l
T

Moreover, by (4.63) and (4.64), we have

T
)/T/ iy - w ;fﬁldxdt‘+‘// g w'), do dt
5 Y Qg4 Qg+1

— )
5K3Huq||L§f;(||w$rlHL}Loo + wa;}rl Lizee)

3 1"’_62)
SKONA
B w® © ® ite I1
Y Wot1 = Wyyq + Weiq + Weiy, Wwerewrite 11 as

T
() w®
II:/3T/RB|qu+I|2dxdt+2// wl () +wl) dzdt
K3

w®  dx dt|.

Q+1
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(c) (t) (c) (t)
/ / Waty + wap) - (Wi + wypy) dadi.

With the aid of (4.54)—(4.59) and (4.63), one has

() w® w® (© w® (©) w®
‘ / /Rs Wt~ (Wgir + Wy ) do dt‘ - ‘ / /Rs Wotn + Wern) - (Wapy + Wysy) dwdf

Sllw[(fﬁllngzwafll!ngz + K2 wil |l s g | o2

+ (lwgiallz, + lwgiallee ) (lwghallee, + llwgiallzz,)

1/2 1+ 2 3/2 1+ 2 _%l
SO hger -+ KN + A1

Noting that supp xwgﬁl C [-%& KJ3 .= D, by the definition of wgl, we deduce that

272
’ () g () ()
P |2 _ P P
/ / [wy'i | dxdt—/ / Tr(wyy, @ w)y,)dedt
3T JR3 3L J Dy
4 4

T
:// Tr Zakq 92,00.k) )k®k>dxdt
/D

keA

T
2 2 2miAL L O(l+m)kz/K T, 7.
O D D R L L

k€A m,1eZ\{0},m+1#0

The first term on the right-hand side of the above inequality can be rewritten as

/ /DK Tr Z 2 00,k )k ® k) dx dt
/ / TI' Z k@k) dxdt—l—/ / TI' Za(kqP7A0(g(200, )]%@]%) dz dt
Dy o

keA keA

_3pq/ / nqxq dx dt + / / Tr Z a%k’q)IP’;,éo(gémk))E ® l%) dx dt
Dk

keA

:E / |’u,q|2 d[lf dt 36q+2 ‘I’ / / Tl" Z a%k,q)P#O(gé,ao,k))]% ® %) d:L’ dt,
R3 D oA

where we have used (4.25) and (4.27) in the last equality. Thanks to (4.52), we have

T
’ / / Tr (Z P r0(9s00i)F © k;) dz dt‘
T/ Dx keA
T — —
:‘ Tr (Z/ /ST a3, dhoy (1) dz k @ k)‘
keA Y Pr 7

Koo ()| 2o (law |72 2 + @l zee 2 | Ok | Lo £2)

6_16)\ o)

q+1-
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With the aid of Proposition 4.2 and integration by parts, one deduces that

T
2 2 2r A TONL (1em)ka /K T, o T
‘/% /DKTr<Z Z a(kﬂ)g(z%k)(t)cl,eocm,eoe‘ a1 Nall+m)k-z/ k‘®k‘) dxdt‘
4

k€A m,leZ\{0},m+1#0

Yo lagugllewieleiellemeolAg ™

m,1EZ\{0},m+1£0

13 5+ 6y —1+10€ 4 —4
<K DR A W

m,lEZ\{0},m+15£0

< Jo13 ) Bta p—6 y —1+10¢0
SKEUNT AT

SK

In conclusion, we obtain that

‘E— / / ugi1|* dodt — 36440 S K20 ON 12,

which together with (3.1) and (3.2) shows Proposition 4.12. ]

4.4. Iterative estimates at ¢ + 1 level. Now we collect these estimates together to show that u,;
and the Reynolds stress Rq+1 satisfies (3.8)—(3.14).
Firstly, we define v, = 1y + wg4+1. Owning to

—loc —non-loc

Ug =u, +u, and wgi = 221 + wflc}rl + wf;il,

we give
loc __ ~=loc (p) (c) non-loc __ —non-loc (t)
Ug+1 = Uq + Wy+1 + Wet+1,  Ugpr = Uq + Wo+1-

Using (4.10)-(4.12), (4.54), Proposition 4.9-4.10, we infer from (3.1) and (3.2) that
oc M M
||u}]+l||L2 ALY > < 7(1 — 5;/2) + 5;_/31 5 —(1- 5;421)’

|| ETIIOCHL‘X’BS < )\5 + )\q—l—l < )\5—1—17

q q+1
||ﬂ§°n'l°°HZgoB;/fmZng/f <M+ Z Ot Ag %+ gy AT = M+ Z \JEP VS
y , m=2 m=2
Loy 1/2
lugerlliz, < M(1=6,%) + 56,15 < M(1 = 5,13),

5
ugtillLeems < Ap+ )\q—l—l )\q—l—l
Since supp xwgﬁl = supp qu+1 C Qg1 and supp iy = Qy + [=A;1, AP € Qgp, we have
Supp 1%, € Q1.

Hence, we prove that estimates (3.8)—(3.9) hold with ¢ replaced by ¢+ 1. Proposition 4.12 directly
yields (3.12) at ¢ + 1 level.
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Note that

T
Q) (1) =0, for 0 << -+ 2M, 4,

this fact combined with (4.58) shows that, for 0 < ¢ < % + 2)\;_11,

(1 (2 (3 C
ROD(1) = B2, (1) = REL (1) = 0, (1) = w9, (£) = w, (t) = 0. (4.75)
Therefore, we obtain from the definition of éqﬂ in (4.65) that

. T B
Rya(t) =0, 0<t< i 22,1

This fact together with (4.66) gives (3.13) at ¢+ 1 level. Proposition 4.11 directly shows that (3.14)
holds for ]o%qﬂ. Thanks to (4.15) and (4.75), we obtain (3.15) by ug4; = 1y +wy41. By (4.13) and
(4.61), we have

[ug+1 — uqHLf,xﬂLﬁLm <lluq — aqHLf,xﬂL{)Lm + ||'LUQ+1||L§$OL{)L°°

1
<N 50053121 < Cod, 2,

where the last inequality holds by (3.2), and thereby we give (3.16). Therefore, we complete the
proof of Proposition 3.1.
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