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An Onsager-type Theorem for General 2D Active
Scalar Equations

Xuanxuan ZHAO*

Abstract
This paper concerns the Onsager-type problem for general 2-dimensional active scalar equations
of the form: 0:0+u-V0 = 0, with u = T[] being a divergence-free velocity field and T being a Fourier
multiplier operator with symbol m. It is shown that if m is a odd and homogeneous symbol of order
8: m(AE) = XOm(€), where A > 0,—1 < § < 0, then there exists a nontrivial temporally compact-
2

25 _
supported weak solution 6 € C?C,* ~, which fails to conserve Hamiltonian. This result is sharp since

all weak solutions of class Cf C’;Té " will necessarily conserve the Hamiltonian ([22]) and thus resolves
the flexible part of the generalized Onsager conjecture for general 2D odd active scalar equations.
Also, in the appendix, analogous results have been obtained for general 2D and 3D even active
scalar equations. The proof is achieved by using convex integration scheme at the level v = —V+ - 6
together with a Newton scheme recently introduced in [16]. Moreover, a novel algebraic lemma and
sharp estimates for some complicated trilinear Fourier multipliers are established to overcome the
difficulties caused by the generality of the equations.
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1 Introduction

1.1 The problem and main results

Consider active scalar equations (ASE) on a periodic spatial domain T? = R?/(27Z)? of the form:

{ateJru-ve:o, 4

u="T[6],
where the operator T is represented in frequency space by the multiplier:

(&) = m(€)(E),

where m(€) is a tempered distribution and homogeneous of degree § with —1 < 6 < 0, so that m(\¢) =
Xom(€) for A > 0. We assume that m(¢) is smooth away from the origin, odd, and perpendicular to the
frequency &, i.e., m(—=§) = —m(§) and m(§) - € = 0 for £ # 0. In the appendix, the case with even m(§)
is also considered.

There are many physically motivated examples of active scalar equations, such as those describing
atmospheric and oceanic fluid flows, stratification, rapid rotation, hydrostatic, and geostrophic balance.
Below, we list some specific examples:

(1) Active scalar equations with odd multipliers:

(1.1) The modified surface quasi-geostrophic (mSQG) equation with symbol given by [7], 17, [25]:

m(€) = i{—&, & )E° L,

where —1 < § < 0. It is clear that m(£) is an odd symbol, smooth on the unit sphere, and homogeneous
of degree §. The case § = —1 corresponds to the 2D Euler equations in vorticity form, while the case
6 = 0 corresponds to the SQG equation.

(1.2)There are numerous additional examples of odd ASE beyond the mSQG equations. A special
class consists of those with symbol of the form:

s—1
m(€) = (28] — 361 + 183) 7 i(—&,&1),
where c1,c2,c3 € R, —1 < § <0, and ¢Z < 4cico. Clearly, the mSQG family is a special case of this by
setting ¢; = ¢o and c3 = 0. This family of ASEs are closely related to this paper and will be thoroughly
analyzed in Section B.1}



(2) Active scalar equations with even multipliers:
(2.1) The incompressible porous media (IPM) equation, with velocity given by Darcy’s law [I] [8] [23].
The symbol in this case is given by

m({) = <€1€25 - %> |§|727

which is an even symbol, bounded and smooth on the unit sphere. The IPM equation also has a three-
dimensional analogue, with the symbol

m(§) = (Gi&s, &8, -6 — &) 1€

(2.2) The magneto-geostrophic (MG) equation [12] 24] 26| 23] is a three-dimensional active scalar
equation with symbol given by

m(€) = (&a€3|€|> + 1638, —61&5)E)% + €365, —€2(€2 + €2)) (26 + &8) ™,

for all € € Z3 with & # 0, and m(&1, &2,0) = 0. The symbol of the MG equation is even, homogeneous of
degree zero, and unbounded, since m(¢?,{,1) — o as |[¢| — oo.
The equation (1)) admits several conservation laws, one of which is the Hamiltonian. For sufficiently
smooth solutions 6§ of (L]), the Hamiltonian is defined as
1

O =5 | oTolo) o) de,

where Tj is a Fourier multiplier with

- R —m(&) it .
To[01(&) = m(£)0(E) = %9

Here, one has used the fact that m(£) can be written as m(&) = m(£)ié* due to the incompressibility
condition m(§) - & = 0. It follows that the Hamiltonian H(t) is conserved:

(©)-

d
—H(t) = / T0[9]6t6‘ dxr = —/ TQ[@]V . (HVJ'T()[H]) dx = HVTQ[G] . VLTQ[H] dx = 0.
dt T2 T2 T2
Then a natural question that arises for active scalar equations is: what is the minimal regularity
required for the conservation of the Hamiltonian? This question is exactly the Onsager-type conjecture
for the ASE equations which is analogous to the famous one raised by Onsager for the Euler equation

(29)) :

25
Conjecture 1.1. 1. Positive/Rigid part: All weak solutions 6 satisfying A=10 € C'tl;r 3 of (I con-
serve the Hamiltonian. Here A = (—A)2

2. Negative/flexible part: However, for any %5

CPCY that do not conserve the Hamiltonian.

<y<1l+4 %‘s, there exist weak solutions with A=10 €

The condition v > 17” ensures that the Hamiltonian is well-defined. The main purpose of this paper

is to address the flexible part of Conjecture [[.1]
Remark 1.2. For the rigid part of Conjecture [[LT], in the special case of the SQG equation (i.e., m(&) =

%), the Hamiltonian conservation for solutions with 6 € Li,t has been proved in [23]. For the vorticity
formulation of the Euler equation (i.e., m(¢) = %), energy conservation (E(t) = 3 [ [u(z,t)|? dz,

1
where u = V+(—~A)7'6) for solutions in u € C’;; is established in [6]. More recently, for the more
general mSQG equations (i.e., m(¢) = i&+[¢]°~!, with —1 < § < 0), the Hamiltonian conservation for
)

. s . 25 . .
solutions in 0 € LgH%1 and A~10 € L?B;t&) when —1 <6 <0,and 0 e L3 , NL3H 2, A0 e L?Bglyc(N)
when § = 0 has been obtained in [22], which unifies the rigid parts of the Onsager-type conjecture for
both the 2D Euler and SQG equations. In fact, the method in [22] can be generalized to establish

the Hamiltonian conservation for the broader ASE class considered in this paper with a slightly weaker

. 26
regularity class: § € L3 ; N LfH% and A~ 10 e L,:;’C'Q(CIJr 8 )+, which remains sharp in view of Conjecture

L1



Concerning the flexible part of the conjecture, which is considerably more difficult than its rigid part,
in the case of the Euler equation, the conjecture has been proved by the the so-called convex integration
method or Nash iteration technique. This method was originally introduced by Nash to study the
isometric embedding problem (|27]) and was first adapted by De Lellis and Székelyhidi in their seminal
works ([IT], [10]) to construct flexible solutions to the Euler equations. Later, in the breakthrough [19],
Isett fully resolved the flexible part of the Onsager conjecture for the 3D Euler equation using the glue
technique and Mikado flow (see also [2] for an extension). Recently, in [16], Giri and Radu solved the
Onsager conjecture for the 2D Euler equation using the Newton-Nash scheme to address the problem of
intersecting 2D Mikado flows in different directions. Additionally, Novack and Vicol [28], building on [3]
where energy-non-conservative H 3~ weak solutions of 3D incompressible Euler equation are constructed,
provided a new proof of the intermittent Onsager conjecture for the 3D Euler equation using L?-based
spaces. In recent works [14] and [15], based on [3] and [28], Giri, Kwon, and Novack solved the L3-based
strong Onsager conjecture using a wavelet-inspired L3-based convex integration framework for the 3D
Euler equation.

For the case of the SQG equation, Buckmaster, Shkoller, and Vicol in [4] obtained the first partial
result towards the flexible part of Conjecture [T by constructing weak solutions satisfying A=10 € CPC)
for any % <7< % with a non-conservative Hamiltonian. Their approach builds on a Nash iteration
scheme at the level of the potential field v = A~lu (where —V+ . v = ). Later, Isett and Ma ([21])
obtained the same result by working directly at the level of the scalar €, using a novel double-divergence
convex integration scheme to tackle the problem of the oddness of the multiplier for the SQG equation.
Recently, Dai, Giri, and Radu [9], as well as Isett and S. Looi [20], independently fully solved the flexible
part of Conjecture [Tl by constructing weak solutions satisfying A=10 € CY?CJ for any £ <y < 1, with a
non-conservative Hamiltonian.

Then a natural question arises: what about the modified SQG equation (m(£) = i1 [€]°71, -1 < 6§ <
0), or more generally, the odd active scalar equation (ASE)? For the first question, [25] obtained a partial
result by constructing weak solutions satisfying A=10 € CPC7 for any v < %, with a non-conservative
Hamiltonian. To the author’s knowledge, there are no sharp results for the flexible part of Conjecture
[Tl for either of these cases. Therefore, the main goal of this paper is to fully solve the flexible part of
Conjecture [T which, in particular, yields unified treatments for the 2D Euler equation and the SQG
equation.

The main result of this paper is the following theorem, which fully resolves the flexible part of Onsager-
type conjecture for general ASE:

Theorem 1.3. For any 1%6 <y<1l+4 %, there exist non-trivial weak solutions 6 to[I1l, with compact

support in time, such that A='0 e CV (Rt X ']I‘i)

Remark 1.4. To make sense of the Hamiltonian, we define weak solutions in spaces of sufficiently low
regularity so that Conjecture [[LT] and Theorem [[.3] make sense. Following the notation of weak solutions
n [22], for a smooth, compactly-supported vector field ¥(z) on T? x R, the quadratic form

1
Q. 0] = /0 N YT[0] - VO da dt

satisfies the estimate:

QU 01| Sime V>4 6], 50,6 = -1

for smooth 6 with zero-mean. Thus the quadratic form Q[6,v] has a unique bounded extension to

9H2-5*_175> -1
H™2

e H =t and our notation of weak solution is well-defined.

1.2 Comments on previous related works, Difficulties, and New ideas

We remark that, compared to previous works addressing the Onsager conjecture in special cases such
as the 2D Euler equation in vorticity form [[I6]] and the SQG equation [[20], [9]], which actually use
some special structures of these specific equations, our results seem more general. This generality comes



from the fact that our method not only unifies the treatments for the 2D Euler equation and the SQG
equation, but also applies to a wide class of active scalar equations, provided that the associated multiplier
m satisfies the following natural conditions:

1
2
3
4

. Oddness: m(—¢§) = —m(§),
. Incompressibility: m(£) - £ = 0 for all £ # 0,
. Smoothness: m is smooth away from the origin,

. Homogeneity: m(\¢) = X>m(€) for all A > 0 and & # 0, where —1 < § < 0.

These conditions impose minimal constraints on m. The key requirement is the homogeneity condition
—1 < § <0, which is reasonable since physical models corresponding to § < —1 and § > 0 are uncommon.
Compared with the Euler equation (which has special nonlinear structure div(u ® u)) and the SQG
equation (which has higher order of homogeneity 6 = 0), the main difficulty in achieving the sharp
regularity of Conjecture [[.T] for general ASE arises from three key challenges:

1

. The first difficulty stems from the negative homogeneity of the multiplier m(A¢) = Aom(€), —1 <
0 < 0. To be more specific, if one use the convex integration scheme directly at the level of scalar
0, then a essential challenge is that sharp estimates for certain bi-linear Fourier multipliers are not
attainable. One such multiplier is of the form

Slf.g] = A7 div (T[Af]g + T[g]Af).

where A is the Laplacian operator. This bi-linear Fourier multiplier arises from specific commutators
in the construction of the Newton step. After some manipulation in Fourier analysis, one would
expect the estimate

IS1f: 9lllo = I £lxlglls + [ £l+slglo-

However, if § < 0 and g has a low-frequency component, one can at best expect a rough estimate
lgls < lgllo, which prevents achieving sharp regularity. This issue of course does not arise when
0 = 0, as is the case for the SQG equation. To address this difficulty, we establish the convex
integration scheme at the level of the potential field v = (—A)~1V+6, where § = -V . v :

Orvg + g - Vog — (Vug)T - ug + Vp, = div Ry,
divyg = 0,
ug =11 [Uq]v

where T} is an even scalar multiplier with 4(¢) = m(€)d(&) = —m(€) - i€-9(€). Although this
momentum formulation of ASE seems to make the convex integration scheme more comlpex, it
indeed offers an essential advantage: T is now a homogeneous multiplier of degree 0 < J +1 < 1,
which is one degree higher than the original multiplier 7'. This additional degree enables us to derive
the desired sharp estimates for some bi-linear Fourier multipliers similar to S[f, g]. Moreover, the
pressure term Vp can be used to absorb some problematic terms that lack good estimates. Of
course, one does not have to use such formulation of ASE in the special case 6 = 0. We note here
that in [4], this formulation of ASE for the special case of the SQG equation has also been used
for a different purpose of tackling the problem of oddness of the multiplier m(¢) = i&t/|¢| (with
order of homogeneity § = 0), which now seems unnecessary since one can use the convex integration
scheme directly at the level of scalar 6 together with V* - div R, or divdiv R, argument to address
the same problem, as used in [21], [20] and [9].

. The second difficulty arises from establishing sharp estimates for some complicated trilinear Fourier
multipliers. When 6 = 0, one can obtain sharp estimates for the C° norm of u, as |Jug]o < d4\g, here
some notations from section 2] have been used. However, for —1 < ¢ < 0, only the sharp estimates
for the C* norm of ug of the form |uglly < §,A2"° are available, which will lead to restrictions
when estimating various error terms involving u,. Specifically, when estimating the stress error



term R, ,, in section[5.3] we need to control the material derivative of a bi-linear Fourier multiplier:
(O + ug - V)S[vg, Yr 1] =: DiS[vg, Yr,n+1]. Here, we use the notations from section 53] where

S[qu 1Z)k,nJrl] = Ail ((vuq)T . VJ_1/}k,n+1 - (Vvq)T : Tl [VLd}k,nJrl])

For the special case § = 0, |ugq]o can be estimated, thus one can write:

Dy S[vg, Yk mi1] = uq - VS[vg, Y my1] + S[0vg, Yims1] + S[vg, Otbi 1]
= Ugq - VS[’Uq, ¢k,n+l] + S[Dtvqu ¢k,n+l] + S[Uqu thk,nﬁ-l]
- S[uq : V’Uq, wk,nﬁ-l] - S[Uq7 Uqg - v¢k,n+l]

and then estimate each term separately. However, such estimates involve |u,|o, which is unavailable
for —1 < 60 < 0. To address this difficulty, we revise the strategy and instead write:

D, S[vg, Yin+1] = S[Divg, Yint1] + S[vg, Ditbk 1] + S [ug, Vg, Yknt1]

where S'[ug, Vg, Yrnt1] = Uq-VS[vg, Yknt1] —S[ug- Vg, Vi ni1]—S[vg, g Vibi nt1] is a tri-linear
Fourier multiplier. To handle this term effectively, we treat it as a whole to exploit some subtle
cancellations, rather than estimating it term by term. We will make use of the following tri-linear
Fourier multiplier estimate (see Lemma 5] which is a key technical result of this paper):

15" [tg, vg, Yrns1lllo S Nugli(logli|¥r.nsrlivs + [vgl2rsltbnnsalo) + luglasslvgli¢r.nalo.

Note that 2 4+ § > 1, and thus this estimate is sharp. Such a tri-linear Fourier multiplier estimate
offers an effective and efficient way to estimate various commutator terms, and to our knowledge,
it has not appeared in the existing literature on convex integration schemes. It is important to
mention that the actual treatment of D[vg, vk n+1] differs slightly from this argument because
we do not have a sharp estimate for | D;vg]o, though we do have a good estimate for |D,Vug|o.
Therefore, the explicit expression of S[vg, ¥g nt+1] must be used carefully. However, the primary
goal here is to convey the main ideas, so we present this simplified argument.

It is important to note that such tri-linear Fourier multipliers do not appear in the convex integration
scheme for the 2D Euler equation [16] (corresponding to the case § = —1 and T} = identity). In that
case, the bi-linear Fourier multiplier S[vg, ¥k n+1] vanishes due to the special nonlinear structure
div(uq ® uq) of the Euler equations. However, such a special nonlinear structure is unavailable for
general ASE.

3. The third difficulty arises from the generality of the multiplier m(£). As in the standard convex
integration scheme, we have to use the low-frequency part of the quadratic perturbation term
Ti[wgi1]  wer1 — (Vwg1)TTh[wg41] to cancel the old stress R,. For the Euler or SQG equations,
due to their special multiplier structures, the stress R, can be required to be both symmetric and
trace-free. This property enables [16] and [9] to decompose the old stress R, into simple tensors of
the form £ ® £, allowing the application of standard geometric lemmas (Lemma D.1 in [16]).

In contrast, for general ASE, we need to decompose R, into tensors of the form EQVm (&), which are
generally not symmetric. Thus, we cannot utilize the standard geometric lemma. Instead, we must
construct a well-defined anti-divergence operator R(m), depending on m, to find a 2-dimensional
or 3-dimensional space A(m) c M2*2 guch that for all ¢ € R? and smooth vector fields u with zero
mean, the trace-free part of Q Vin(€) lies in A(m) and R(m)u < A(m), with div R(m)u = u. This
is discussed further in section[3 To find such an operator R(m), we need to classify the multiplier
m, which will allow us to use R(m) to construct an algebraic lemma for decomposing the stress R
into the form £ ® Vin(§).

Remark 1.5. In the main part of this paper, we do not consider the case when the multiplier m is even.
For a general even multiplier m of zero-order, we can prove an analogous Onsager-type theorem using the
standard Newton-Nash scheme directly at the scalar level of 8. The proof is much simpler than for the
case of odd multipliers, so we only provide a sketch of the convex integration framework in the appendix
for completeness and for the convenience of readers.



1.3 Further remarks

Given that we require the homogeneity of the multiplier m to satisfy —1 < é < 0 in our main results, a
natural question arises: what happens for the general case of § € R? The case § < —1 might be treated
similarly to the range —1 < d < 0 as follows: we transform the scalar equation 0;0 + u - VO = 0 with
u = T[6] into the system

o+ u-Vo— (Vo) Tu+Vp=0, dive=0, u=T[v]

to gain an additional degree of homogeneity, where § = —V+v. For the general case —k < § < 0, where
k € N, it seems plausible to consider the following tensor system:

0™ + Bi[u®,v®)] € ker(V+-)F,
u® — T[],
v € ker(V+)F,

along with the iterative relations:

v =9, oW =y TO=T TO=T,
Bo[u®, 0] = 4@ . vy(©),

Bi[u®,vM] = u@ . Vo) — (Vo) Ty D),
v(kfl) — va- . 'U(k),

By [uh), o 0] =~ By [ul®), 0],

where Bi[u®), v®)] are quadratic forms in v®) and v®), and T} is a Fourier multiplier with homo-
geneity degree 0 < § + k < k, which is & degrees higher than the original multiplier 7". Therefore, if one
can find well-defined forms for By, and T}, and apply a convex integration scheme at the level of v(*) it
should be possible to treat the case § < —1.

For § > 0, the main obstacle is that the C° norm of the Newton perturbation exceeds that of the
Nash perturbation (Lemma [63):

5/3
1/2 1/2 A 1
ol < 032 Tuhlo s (22)
q

which makes it difficult to close the inductive assumption [vg11 — vgfo < 5;{&. Another difficulty arises

from the lower-order terms 5B§ (Lemma [6.9]), which admits only a weak improvement A,/Aq+1 over the
main term:

A
1685 o < 8 M T
q+1

whereas a sharper estimate would require

\ 146/3
oSl < it (1)
q+1

This weak improvement comes from Lemma [C.Il where some terms are expanded only to first order.
However, by expanding up to second order using a Taylor expansion, one can obtain a better estimate

2
1685l < Squ1AbtS <)\)\q ) :
q+1

A minor technical issue also arises from mollification errors, but this can be resolved by requiring the
spatial mollification function ¢ (from Section[Hl) to have a higher vanishing moment. We remark here that
one might employ the techniques from [3], [28], [14], and [I5] to tackle the first main obstacle using certain
multi-step Newton-Nash iteration involving parameters fig+1,n, dg+1,n, Aq,n, and higher-order stress Ry .
On the other hand, although this paper focuses on 2D active scalar equations, similar arguments may

be extended to higher-dimensional ASEs to address related Onsager-type conjectures.



1.4 Notations

Throughout this paper, we will use the following notations:
1. Geometric upper bounds with two base([3]). For all n, N € N,
M (n,N, /\,A) = )\min{n,N}Amax{n—N,O} )

2. Definition of various Fourier multipliers. Three Fourier multipliers: 7', T, and T3 correspond
—m(§)-ig"
HE
3. Standard vector field notation. Set V = (01, 02), V*+ = (—02,01) and a1 = (—z9, 1) for vector

x = (x1,3).

to multipliers m(§), m(&) = and m (&) = —m(€) - i&* respectively.

. . . a b : La—ad) b
4. Trace-free part of a matrix: for a given matrix A = ,let A = |2 1
¢ d c 5(d—a)
to be its trace-free part. Especially, for given vectors a = (a1,a2) and b = (by,bs), a®b denotes
the trace-free part of a ® b. Also, a vector (¢, ¢, ¢o) is said to be orthogonal to a given trace-free

f

matrix B = [e
g —e

]ifcl-g+03-e+62-f=0.

5. Vinogradov notations: the notation X < Y means |X| < CY for some positive constant C.
Also, the notation X <g Y means | X| < CY for some positive constant Cj depending on k.

2 Inductive bounds and the proof of the main theorem

2.1 The AS momentum equations

As mentioned before, we will use the momentum form of the active scalar equation

v +u-Vo— (Vo) -u+Vp=0, (2.1a)
dive =0, (2.1b)
u="Ti[v], (2.1c)

where T} is a scalar even multiplier with 4(&) = m(£)9(€) = —m(€) -i€19(¢) . This formulation of active

scalar equations is also used in [4] for the special case of SQG equation. The AS momentum equation

can be equivalently written as
o +ut (VE-v) +Vp=0.

Define a scalar function 6 in terms of the vorticity of the potential velocity as :
=-Vt .o,
Then (2ZIal) becomes
o — Out + Vp = 0. (2.2)

Thus a direct computation confirms that  is a solution of ([I.TJ).
The proof of theorem [ 3] will be achieved by the iterative construction of smooth solutions (vy, uq, Rq)
to the ASM-Reynolds system

Orvg + ug - Vog — (Vug)T - ug + Vp, = div Ry,
div, =0, (2.3)

Ug = Tl [vq]v

where the stress R, is a trace-free 2-tensor. Here and throughout ¢ € N will denote the stage of the
iteration. The goal is to construct this sequence so that (vg,u,) converges in the required Holder space,
while R, converges to zero. The limit will yield a solution to 2] and thus a weak solution § = —V+ - v
to the ASE.



2.2 Inductive bounds
Let Ay be a frequency parameter defined as
Ay = [a""], (2.4)
where a is a large real number and b is such that 0 < b — 1 « 1. Define an amplitude parameter ¢, as
bg 1= A" (2.5)

where [ is the coefficient determining the regularity of the constructed solution.
Let L,,Lgr,L; € N\{0}, M > 0 and 0 < a < 1. and for r € {0, 1}, the following inductive estimates
hold:

lvglv < MSY2NY, 1< N<L, (2.6)
lugly < M&PATAY, 1< N<L, (2.7)
| Dy Ryl < Sq1 A TS (S22 AN =22 0 < N < Ly (2.8)

Where and in what follows, Ljg) = Lr, L[1] = L¢ . And it is also assumed that the temporal support of
R, satisfies

1 _ 1 _ 1 _ 1 _
supp, By < [=2+ (07 A770) 71 =1 = (6§ A7) T o [+ (66 A7) 7H2 = (66 A7) TN (29)
Then the key inductive proposition can be stated as:

Proposition 2.1. Assume that —1 <0 <0, L, =100, L =75,L; =50,0 < 8 <1+ % and b > 1 is
sufficiently close to 1 such that

. [0 I\ b+1 31+)b—14¢
B<m1n{§+<1+§> % 32— 1) } (2.10)

Then there exist Mo = Mo(B, Ly, Lg, L) > 0 and ap = ao(B,b) € (0,1) such that for any M > My and
0 < a < ap, there exists ag = ag(B,b,a, M, Ly, Lg, L) > 1 , with the properties that for any a > ag
the following holds: Given a smooth solution (vq,uq, Rq) of (Z3) and the inductive assumptions (2.0))-
(Z9), there exists another smooth solution (Vg41,Uq+1, Rgt1) again satisfying 2.0)- (Z9) with ¢ replaced
by ¢ + 1. Moreover, it holds that

1
)‘;-&IH(Uq-Fl =)l + [vg41 —vgllo < 2M67 4 (2.11)

and
SUPP; Vg+1 U SUPP, Ug+1 < (—2,—1) U (1,2). (2.12)

2.3 The proof of the main theorem

Assuming Proposition 2.]] first, one can prove theorem [[.3] as follows. The proof is standard as in most
other convex integration schemes and similar to that of [16] and [9]. And the rest of this paper later is
devoted to establishing Proposition 211

Proof. Let 1%5 <y<pB<1l+ 2?57 where + is the Holder coefficient in the the theorem[[.3l Fix b such that
(2I0) holds and let My and « be the constants given in Proposition 2l Fix also M > Mg+ |m(1,0)| +2
and a < min{ag, 1/2}. Then, let ag be given in Proposition 2] in terms of these fixed parameters. We
do not fix a > ag until the end of the proof.

We now construct the base case for the inductive Proposition 21l Let f : R — [0,1] be a smooth
function supported in [—7/4,7/4], such that f =1 on [—5/4,5/4]. Consider

vo(x,t) = f(lf)éé/2 sin(Agz1)ea, wo(x,t) = f(t)63/2)\(1)+51ﬁ(1,0) sin(Aox1)ea,

(2,1) = = F2(H)oAH cos(2hoz1),  Rol t)——f’(t)ﬁ 0 cos(hom)
Pol®t) =74 04~ COSLEAOTL)y  flolE, b)) = o \cos(Nox1) 0 ’



where (21, z2) are the standard coordinates on T? with (e1,e2) being the associated unit vectors. Note
that Ry is symmetric . It is easy to check that the tuple (vg, po, Ro) solves the ASM-Reynolds system (23]
and for N > 1, it holds that

1
lvollv < Mg A,
1
luolx < Mg A AT,
and thus (Z8) and (Z7) are valid. Also, for N > 0,
512
| Rollv < 2sup | f'(£)| =g
¢ Ao

Note that 3(2b — 1) < 3 + (1 + 6)b implies
1 5 _1
2sup | /()] < 01AEAT 105, 2

t

for sufficiently large a. Then,
|Rollw < 81010200,

which yields (28] for » = 0 due to a < 1/4. To estimate the terms involving material derivatives, one
gets by direct calculations that

s5u2 0 cos(Aox
R0 +uo - VR = ~f"()%~ (COS(WI) G 1)>

To show (28] for » = 1, one can choose a large enough so that

sY2
2sup [f(#)| 5= < SATIBNGT A
Finally, note that supp, Ry < [—7/4,7/4]\(—5/4,5/4), and, thus, the condition (23] is satisfied provided
that
(53/2>\3+6)—1 <

)

RNy

which, once again, can be guaranteed by the choice of a.

We finally fix a so that all of the desired inequalities are satisfied, and conclude that the triple
(vo, po, Ro) satisfies all the requirements to be the base case for the inductive Proposition 211 Let
{(vq,pq; Rq)} be the sequence of solutions to the system (2:3) given by the iterative application of the
proposition. Then (2.I1)) implies that

lvg+1 — Uq”v S lvg+1 — UqH(IJ_WHUq-O-l - UqHY S 5;—:1@

Sincey < <1+ 2?‘5, {vq} is a Cauchy sequence in CyC and, thus, it converges in this space to a velocity

field v. Moreover,

1— 5 ($—2)B+1+46
[Rqlly S 1Rqllo "I RaIT S dq11 A2 AT S Ak

Thus R, converges to zero in CyC] since one can take (;;fib <p <1+ %‘5. Recall (ZI2). The
constructed v satisfies supp, v < [—2, 2] and

’U(:E, t) = 53/2 Sin(/\oilil)EQ,
u(z,t) = 652 A0 (1,0) sin(Aoz1 es,
whenever ¢ € [—1, 1]. Hence
=-V*t.v= 750%/\0 cos(Aoz1), te[—1,1]

Hence, the proof of Theorem [[.3] is completed. O
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2.4 Technical outline of the proof

We now present the main ideas of the proof of Proposition 2] at a heuristic level for the reader’s
convenience. It is important to note that the notations used here may differ slightly from the actual
definitions in this paper. The argument here and the notations of the Newton-Nash framework of this
paper are similar to that of [I6] and [9].

2.4.1 The Newton steps

1 —1
Assume that R, has temporal support over a time interval of length 7, = (5(12 /\(21+5) centered at some

time ty. Let ® be the backward flow of u, with origin at to,

{atq>+uq-vq>=o, (213)

(I)t:to = XT.

Sets also X to be the Lagrangian flow of u, starting at ¢t = ¢¢. Utilizing the algebraic Lemma [3.2] we
can find smooth amplitude functions a¢ such that

_ 1/2 p(=m),€ . R,
e = )‘Q+15q+1£(v¢T5<1>,vq>T5<2>,v<1>T5<3>) (D 7&1“)\;1?)

satisty

div Z Ag+} VoTe@Vm(VeTe) = —divR,
£eF

Ag

where F' = {i§(1), +£(2), @} c 72 is a finite set of directions. The definitions of F, D and the smooth

function £ above are given in section
Let {ge}eer be a set of 1-periodic functions of time with unit norm in L?(0, 1) satisfying

supp, ge N supp, ger = 0, for & # ¢,

The main purpose of introducing these profiles is to make the temporal supports of the Nash perturbations
corresponding to different directions to be disjoint, which is also the main new idea of the Newton step.
Then define

=/0tfs(8)ds

Let pgy1 » 7'(; be a temporal frequency parameter to be fixed later and define the first Newton

perturbation w((z _21 1= Vqu 41,1, Where 1/1 4+1,1 is the solution to the following transport equations around

uq starting from the initial time #:

3t(¢qt+1 VgVl = [%:geF fe(pgirt) ATV - div Ag, (2.14)
P lemto = iy Deer fe (Hqe1to) ATIVE - div Agli—s, -
then solving the transport equation ([2.14) yields
t
wéll 1( t) = VL?/J(-H 1
= Z F (g r1to) VEATIVE - div Agl—g, + Z fe(piqr18)VEATIVE - div A¢ (X (-, 5), 5) ds
Ha+l e to ¢eF
Dy\VAA~IVL . divA
= ng (g 1t) VEATIVE - div Ag (X, 1) / fo[l](uﬁls) L ad E(X(.vs),s)ds.
Pa+1 cop to éeF Hg+1

11



Note that the second term above is much smaller than the first term due to the condition pig+1 » 7,7 L

Thus it holds that

1 _ .
w((;zm ~ Z fg[l](uq+1t)VJ‘A 1L div A¢ (X, 1), (2.15)
Hg+1 (P

which implies the following estimate

1+6
)‘q)‘q+15q+1

Hg+1

t
Hw¢(1421,1

lo <

Since the operator T3 is homogeneous of order 1 + §, it is expected that

)\2+6)\1+65 4
T w(t) < q q+1Yq
|71 [wgi,11l0 =

The main drawback of the Newton step is the following newly generated Newton error:
.1 t 1 1 t
Rquinon = div (Tl [wt(z-k)—l,l] (V '“%Ell,l)) ‘
where the anti-divergence operator div™!' = R(m) is given in appendix Bl which depends essentially on

the multiplier m. We will fix the use of such anti-divergence operator throughout this paper. Since the
operator div! is —1-order, the following estimate is expected:

)\4+6)\2(5+1)52
[RYgytono < A7t St (216)
:uqul

Note that 1/1((;2111 is the solution to the transport equation ([214) and wz(ztll,l = VJ'U)((I?LD which are
defined only locally in time. Thus we need to use temporal cut-off functions to glue together these
perturbations. To be more specific, let ¥ be a standard smooth temporal cut-off function, which satisfies

X =1 on ugsupp A¢ and |0,X] < Ty L. Then the actual Newton perturbation will be the superposition of

>~(w¢(;21,1- This procedure will produce the following glue error:

R%luc =div! 89210((12171

1
% Y M giat) div ! VEATIVE - div A
Mg+1 feF

%

where the equation (ZI5) is used. Since that div™' VI A~'VL . div is a zero-order operator, the following
estimate is expected:

1 ~ T_l)‘lrls‘sq-ﬁ-l
|RE o < [0X] | Aello £ +———.
q+1 Hq+1

However, compared to Ry, R%lue has only weak improved estimates by a factor of

25

7_,1 A 1+T*5
e _ < a ) ,  which comes from the choice of ([Z.IJ)
Hg+1 Agt1

This weak improvement is not enough to place R%lue into the new error R, which is expected to have
a better estimate:

A \'TE
146 146 q
[Rg+1lo < 02,12 = dg+1A1 1
)\q+1

1+2

Hence it is necessary to repeat the Newton step above up to I' ~ [ﬁ
3

] times until the final glue
error can be absorbed into Ry 1.

12



2.4.2 The Nash step

By the argument in the Newton step, we have constructed a new solution to the ASM-Reynolds system
23) with velocity fields

UqF—Uq+w+1—Uq+Zw+1n

qu—Tl[’Uq-f—’w —uq—i-ZTl q+1n
and new stress error of the form

Ryr = — Z ggAg +Newton errors

EeF
S —
=:Rrem

Let ® be the backward flow of uq,r starting at time ¢ = tg. Then we define the Nash perturbation by

((1;3_)1 _ Z A1yt Py, ( gelig COS ()\q+1<i> f))
¢eF

where Py ., localizes in Fourier space of order A\;11. Note that w((zﬁ)l defined in this way is indeed

divergence free due to the existence of the factor V1. The amplitude functions ag are defined similarly
as for a¢ as follows:

5o — 12 p(=m).€ Ry
ag = )‘q+15q+1£(v&>T£(1)7v(i>T£(2)7v(i>T£(3)) <D - m) )

The main advantage of involving the factors {g¢} is that they have disjoint temporal supports, which
ensures

Tl[w¢(1+1] (VJ‘ qzjr)l)
— S T[VA T Pay,., (gefie cos (g1 ® - )] Pan,., (9 cos (A1 - €))
el
Using the bi-linear micro-local Lemma [C.I] one can get

Tlwf 1 (V4 wlt)) = div Y 62 4Ag+}a§vi>Tg®Vm (va7¢) +oB§
EeF

Ag

where 6B§\ are lower order terms with explicit formula given in Lemma and thus we have

div Ry + T[wf ] (94 wlf)) = div Y 2 | Ac — A +9B5

LeF Rflow

q+1
The main difference between A¢ and Ag comes from ® and @, thus the following estimate is expected
for the flow error:

IRIM o < ALt 0q41| VR — VO .
Note that N N N
{at(cb —®) tuy V(@ - d) =T [wl),]- VS,

(® = ®)|1=t, = 0.

13



thus we have the following stability estimate on time-scales of size 7,
= t
[V@ — Vo 5 Aga il o

which implies
2 25+2)\3+6T
HRﬂowH < _at17gq+1 “q q
q+1110 =
Hq+1

In view of Lemma 6.9 the low order term 5B§ satisfies

A
16850 < 5q+1)\(11f15)\ .
q+1

One of the main errors generated in the Nash step is the transport error:
Ry = div™ (8 + ugr - Vwily)

which is expected to have the estimate

6 t — 1
IR g A g 10 (2.17)

Optimizing the estimates (2ZI7)) and (ZI6]) gives
1 1+28 1+8¢
Ha+1 = 0541 Ag11° Aq °- (2.18)

Note that pg+1 > 7, L holds since 8 < 1 + %‘5. Then the following estimates are achieved:
transport Newton < 2?6 14 %
IR, lo + [Rg7" " o € dg+12 %17 2
In view of the desired condition |Ry4+1]o < 5q+2)\;ig, it is required that
IR o + IRESY "o + [8B3 o + IBIZT o < AgT8d4+2,

which implies

28 948 ) 0\ b+1
PRI VISR SIS 3t <1 + —)

3) 2b
A 1+ (1+6)b
Ati0401—1 < A H00g42 = B < Q,
Agt1 2b
Oy A Ay oy 31+6)b—0

< )\1+55 S A
on R (O

25y
and this is compatible with the C? C'g(g1+ a) regularity.

3 The anti-divergence operator and an algebraic lemma
As mentioned before, we need to use the low-frequency part of the quadratic perturbation term
Ti[wg+1] - w1 — (quJrl)TTl [wg+1]

to cancel the old stress R;, which is further reduced to the problem of decomposing R, into tensors of
the form £ ® Vm(£). To achieve this, it is necessary to construct a well-defined anti-divergence operator
R(m) depending on m and an algebraic lemma. This is the main focus of this section.

14



3.1 Classification of the Multiplier m and the Corresponding Anti-Divergence
Operator

Before introducing our algebraic lemma, we first classify the multiplier m, as both the algebraic lemma
and the second-order divergence inverse operator depend essentially on the structure of m.
First, we claim that there exist two distinct directions &V and () such that the matrices

A = eW&vm <§<1>) . B=£@&vm (,5(2))

are linearly independent. If otherwise, then for any &1 € R2, the matrices (QVm(£) and n@Vm(n)
would be linearly dependent. This would imply that

= §101m(§) — §20om(§) _ mdim(n) — 1202m(n) O, = §102m(§) _ mdam(n)
T &) wam(n) 7T am(§)  maim(n)

for some constant C7, Cy. Consequently, we would get £2 = C1£1& + C263, which is a contradiction.
Secondly, suppose one can select three directions £V, £ £€3) such that the matrices

A = eD&vm <§<1>) . B=£@&vm (,5(2)) . C=£P&vm (,5(3))

are linearly independent. We fix these directions throughout the paper. In this case, we define A second-
order symmetric anti-divergence operator as

(div_1 u) = A1 (&-uj + dju; — 6,5 div u)

At last, if for all £,7,¢ € R?, the matrices EQVm(€),n@Vm(n), (QVm(C) are linearly dependent,

then
a(§) a(n) a(Q)
b(&) b(m) b)) =0, V.,
o) cn) <)

where

a(§) = 2601m(§), b(§) = &02m(§) — &1oim(§),  c(§) = —2&2m(§). (3.1)
This implies that there exists a non-zero constant vector (ci,cs,c2) orthogonal to the vector field

(a(),b(£),c(€)) such that
1+ a(€) + 5 -b(E) + ca-cl€) = 0, Ve € R 52)

This further implies the existence of a 2-dimensional subspace A(m) < M2*2 such that EQVm/(€) € A(m)
for all £. Here, M2*2 is the space of trace-free matrices, and A(m) is the orthogonal complement of the
constant vector (c1,—cs, —cz), depending on the multiplier m. We define A(m) = M?2*2 in the second
case discussed previously.

Now, using polar coordinates and noting that m is homogeneous of order 6 — 1, one can let

&1 =rcos(), & =rsin(d),

which gives m(£) = m(r,0) = r°~1f(0) = 7% f(#), where agp = § — 1 and f(#) = m(cos(f),sin(h)) is a
smooth periodic function of . Applying standard chain rules for polar coordinates yield

oym(€) = r*ot (aof(0) cos(0) — f'(0) sin(6)) dam (&) = rao—1 (aof(0)sin(0) + f'(0) cos(6)) (3.3)

Then combine this with B.1) to get

a(§) = 2r® (ao f(0) sin(0) cos(9) — f'(6) sin*(0)),
b(&) = r® (aof(0) (sin®(0) — cos?(0)) + 2f'(6) sin(8) cos(6)) , (3.4)
(&) = —2r™ (ao () sin(0) cos(0) + f'(8) cos*(0)) .

15



Substituting ([B4]) into [B.2) yields

ag

46)1'(6) - “d(0)7(6) = 0 (35)
where
d(8) = (c1 — ¢2) cos(20) + c3sin(20) — ¢1 — ca. (3.6)
Solving the ode (B35 gives
F(0) = E|(c1 — c2) cos(20) + cssin(20) — ¢1 — o] 7,
(3.7)

= kly/(c1 — c2)? + 3 cos(20 + @) — c1 — |7,

There are three cases to be considered:

(i)cg < 4cycz, In this case, the quadratic form c2€? — c3€1&2 + ¢1£2 is positive definite or negative
definite. Set

B —icly _ ie1é
p1(&1,&2) = 2 — i - €2 p2(&1,82) = 22 — 36169 + 162

 —i(eiba — e361) _ EULS|
p3(&1,&2) = 2 — s 1 €2 pa(&1,82) = 22 — 36169 + 162
p5(61,82) = e p6(§1,82) = L

23 — c31&o + 163 23 — c3bibo + 163

Now we define a trace-free anti-divergence operator as

. Piui + Pous
RQU - (P5U1 + PG'LLQ

Psui + Pyuo
7P1U1 — P2u2

where for i € {1,2,3,4,5,6},P; are order —1 differential operators with

—

Pi(f)(€) = pi(&1, &) f(©)

for a smooth function f with zero mean. One can easily check that div Rou = u for any smooth vector
field u with zero mean and thus Rs is indeed an anti-divergence operator. One can also check that

Rof = A(m).
(11)c3 = 4cjca, in this case we may assume that c¢1,co > 0 and thus ¢3 = +2,/cico, by Bl Noting
that cos(0) = % sin(f) = |££2\’ one can get

f(0) =k|(c1 — ¢2) cos(20) + c3sin(20) — ¢1 — ¢2 e

— k|(c1 — c2)(cos?(8) — sin®(8)) + 2c3 sin(0) cos(6) — ¢ — ca| * |
— ki |(e1 — e2)(cos?(6) — sin(0)) & 4y/crc sin(6) cos(6) — ey — ca * (3.8)

2% k| /e cos(0) + /c1 sin(6)|™
2F kle| 7 |/eabr + ver&a|®

Thus to ensure that f(6) is a smooth function of 6, we can choose that ag =
integer k1. And in this case, it holds that

2k; for some non-negative

F(0) = 2¥1k (\/cz cos(B) + y/c1 sin(0))*F"
= MR TR (Ve + er&) ™
Hence,
m(€) = €12 £(0) = 2"k (Veata £ Jera)™™ .

16



(iii)cg > 4cjc2, then similar to case (ii), one can get ag = 4ks for some non-negative integer ko and
2k 2k
thus f(0) = fg\Ti{: (163 — c3&1&a + 2€3) ™7 so that

M) = €™ £(0) = 222k (13 — cata + ea€3)*™

In conclusion, except for the case that c3 > 4cjca,

m(€) = 25k (y/eabr + yJerbe) M ict

or
m(€) = 222k (165 — c3&aa + 02512)%2 it

, we can find space A(m) and anti-divergence R(m) such that for all £ € R? and smooth vector field u
with zero mean, it holds that {QVm(€) € A(m) and R(m)u = A(m) and div R(m)u = u.

Remark 3.1. Since the exceptional multipliers mentioned above are all of order > 1, and this paper
concerns only cases where the order of m is —1 < d < 0, these exceptional cases do not impose restrictions.
However, it should be noted that when k; = 0 or ko = 0, then m(¢) = kit and thus u = T[0] = kV10,
the nonlinear term T'[¢] - VO in the ASE vanishes, so the equation is reduced to a stationary form.
Consequently, the only solutions are stationary and conserve Hamiltonian, which explains why our convex
integration scheme fails to handle these cases, since our method generates temporally compact-supported
solutions, which does not apply to such scenarios.

3.2 An algebraic lemma
As in the case of the Euler equation, we need an algebraic lemma to cancel the old stress. First, following
the arguments in section [B.I], we can fix and choose two or three linearly independent matrices:
A= eW&vm <§<1>) . B=£(P¢vm (gz)) ,
C =®QVm (5(3)> (if possible).

€W @) ¢B) e 72 = T2 are nonzero frequencies. We will adopt the convention that 5/(?) = ¢B) and
C = €BRVm <§(3)) = C if there exists three linearly independent matrices A, B,C above. Oth-

erwise, £®3) and C will be omitted if there are only two linearly independent matrices A, B. Set
F = {iﬁ(l), +¢() if(?’)}. The existence of these vectors is guaranteed by the condition that m(¢)

is odd, and the orthogonality condition & - m(£) = 0, as discussed earlier.
Similar to [21], for parameters (p1, p2, p3), one can define a linear map

(m) . n 2% 2
ﬁ(P17P27ﬁ3) RXR xR — A(m) < M7,

where M2*2 is the space of trace-free 2 x 2 matrices, and A(m) is a subspace of M2*2 as discussed in the

previous section, by:

(m)

(p1,p2.55) (2101@VT(p1) + 2202 @V T (p2) + E3P3@V T (P3)) -

DN | =

(x17$27j3) =

Let D= A+ B+ C, & = (€W, ¢® £®) and p = (p1,p2,3). Again, the hat notations here mean
@ = a when three vectors €D, €2 £(3) in Section B exist such that the matrices A, B, and C' are linearly
independent. Otherwise, if only two vectors £, €2 can be found, the symbols with a hat are omitted.
We now present the following algebraic lemma:

Lemma 3.2. There exists non-negative constants cy, ca such that if |p — &) < ¢1 and |R — D| < ca, then
the linear map EE;’;) is invertible and its inverse map EE;)m) : A(m) > R x R x R depends smoothly on

parameters p and satisfying |£E;)m) (R)] € (1,4).
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Proof. Notice that E(g )(:El,:bg,x3) = % (:ElA + 298 + :1336') Thus E&n)

the linear independence of A, B,C that L¢,) maps a basis in R x R x R to a basis in .A(m). Hence

(2 2 2) = D. It follows from

ﬁg?)) is a invertible map and ﬁ(;)’)n) (D) = (2,2,2). Now one can choose a constant ¢; > 0 such that if
lp — &o| < ¢1, then map E( ) is well defined and depends smoothly on parameter p. One may choose

and H.d ™ gCml < LR|L. Then it
op

¢1, ¢ small enough such that |R — D| < ¢z < % HEE&)’)”) -
op

follows that

@2 - ] < el o) - el @), + el -
<[e@],, 17 - Dl + [ - £557] 1Rl
<1/2.

Hence |,c(—pl) (R)| € (1,4). O

4 Multi-linear Fourier multiplier analysis

This section contains the main technical part of this paper where we will derive several bi-linear and
tri-linear Fourier multiplier estimates. We first cite some technical lemmas from [18] and [30] :
Define a class of symbols S* as follows

s© &f {m :R* or R® — C : m continuous and |m/s= := H]—'fl(m)HL1 <o}
Then the following Lemmas hold
Lemma 4.1 (Lemma 5,2(i) [I8]). If m,m’' € 8 then m-m’' € 8* and

[m-m'] s < Imlls=

Moreover, if m e 8©, A : RF — R¥ (k = 4,6) is a linear transformation, v € R, and ma ,(£,7) :=
m(A(&,n) +v), then

Imawlse = [mls=

Lemma 4.2 (Lemma 2.4. [30]). Fori > 2, if f:R* — C is a smooth function and k1,--- ,k; € Z, then

i
SIDI
m=0j=1

Lemma 4.3. Let 0 < a < 1. Then, the bilinear Fourier multiplier operator

T[f.9] = A= (L[fIVAg — Ta[Vg]AS), (4.1)

applied to smooth zero-mean functions f,g: T? — R, satisfies

1,

’/ F& &) [ e xu, (&) dér - d&
R* =1

1
L

5T

IT[f, gllv+a < [ flIntr+o+algloratflitstalglvrorat|flntotalglivorat|floralglvtirora (42)
with implicit constant depending only on o and N.

Proof. The proof is similar to lemma 2.1 of [9]. It suffices to show the estimate in the case N = 0. Indeed,
with |y| < N a multi-index, one gets

10T foglle < X IT[0%F,07  g]la

By
< Z 1f18141+0+allglliyi=181+24a + Il 181+24all 1y =181 +1454a
By
S W lysr+s+allglera + 1 flivs+algliyi+2ea + 1 fly+2+alglivsra + [ florallgliy+14+6+a
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For the case N =0, let jy € N be fixed and decompose the operator as

T(f,9] = Y, TIAGL, Si—jogl + 2 TIA £ Sjvio—19 = Si—jog) + Y, TISi—jo f Al

JEL. JEL. JEL.

~— ~—

Turlf.g] Tuulf9gl Trulf.g]

Since Ty, and Ty can be estimated similarly, it suffices to treat Ty. Note that

supp T[A; f, Sj—jog9]  Baoi+140i-io+1\Bai—1_gi—jo+1,
which implies that for jo > 4 and [ € Z,

ATuclfigl= Y, AT[AF,Sj—59),

li—tl<2
Since T7 is a homogeneous operator of order 1 + ¢, thus

IATaL[f.gllo < D) 27 (1T A flol VAS; —jogllo + [AA; £lo|T1VS;—j0gl0)

li-11<2
- J—jo _ J—Jjo
< 270 D0 (@7 hiwssa D) 27 Mgle + 27 f e D) 27 Mglies)
ioli<e m=0 mr
< 27 flhssralglz + 1 fl2valghs),

and the Holder estimate follows.
Next, we estimate Ty . It follows from the definition that for k € Z2\{0},

~TLfog)(k) =k (k= 3)I51% — m()k — 512 Fk — )Vg(),

jEZ?
=K7Y (mlk — §) — m(G) (CA) f(k— §)V(-A)g(i)
jEZ?

=k (m(k — 5) — mG)PC (CA) f(k — §)VATg(j).

JEZ2

where m(§) = Tg(é), and one has implicitly used m(&) = m(&)x>1/2(&) for some smooth cutoff function x

since T7 is applied to functions with zero-mean. And thus,

“Tlfogl = > k417 mk) —m())]iP 0 (CA) (k) VATg(f)eiU =
J+k#0
- N I ORGE) + M) (FAT () VAT ()
jikz0 1
= R Y i (Mi(k) + Ma(j, k) (CA)f (k) VATg(j)e U+
(4,k)ez*\{0}
=: R‘Pl[fvg]+RP2[fvg]
where
MG R = P k- mG) [N el ®)
|'] + | m,neZ,|j+k|=% k|
1
Mo k) = [j20 / Vin(k - o(j + k))do S ()m(®)

0 m,neL,|j+k|< |kl
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and 1 =3 . ¥n(j) = 2,.cz ¥m (k) is the standard homogeneous Littlewood-Paley decomposition of the
frequency space.
Since

supp T[A; f, Sj+jo—19 — Sj—jo 9] & Bait1 yai+io s

one has that, for sufficiently large jo,
2
—ATuul(f. 9] Z D R-APIAL, Siie-19 = Si—jodl,
t=1j52l—jo—1

and, therefore,
IATHE[], 9]0 < Z D1 IPIA £, S io-19 = Si—jogllo.
t=1j=l—j0—1
Let X, be as given in the beginning of section [Bl Then,
Jj+jo—1

PO, Sitjo-19 = Si—jogl@) = D) N G Ox k)M k) (—D)A; f(1)VASA, g (k)07

v=j—jo+1 (1,k)eZ*\{0}

where for t = 1,2 }
Mt(nu 5) = _ZMt(na 6)

is the multiplier in the definition of P;. It follows that

J+tjo—1
P[Afy Sitjo—19 — Sj—jogl(x) = Z /R2 . K} (= y1,x — 42) (= A)A; f(y1) VA Ayg(ya)dyr dys,
v=j—jo+17 R xR?

where (—A)A; f and VA°A, g are identified with their periodic extensions and by the definition, Mt(n, §),
M;(n,§) are clearly smooth fuctions, and K}, is given by

1

Kisen) = oyt [ W OGO i

1 Y j j i—v i29 (n-p+&-
= 2¥—— / M, (299,29 €)X0 ()Xo (207 €)e™ (TN dpde
(2m)* Jr2 xre
= 24]K(§,j—'u(2jxu2jy)'
It follows from the construction of M(n, &) that

M(271,27€) X0 (1) X0 (2777€) =

e €270 (m(n) — m(€)) > bo(277 )10 (277€) | Xo(1)X0(27776),

+ 2
In+ ¢ mneZ,n+€l=1n|

Mo (271,27€) X0 (1) X0 (2777€) =

[Vt —o ) [ Y @ @ e | s e,

m,n€L,In+&|<3nl

here the summations above are actually finite sums taken on |m — j| < 10jo, [n — j| < 10jo. And it is
clear that from the construction above, both M (271, 27€)x0(n)¥X0(277¢) and M2(271,27€)x0(n) X0 (2977€)
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are smooth functions and compactly supported. Thus, the kernels Ké) j—v are in LY(R? x R?), and it

follows that

v

Jj+jo—1
IPLA, Sivjo19=Si—sogllo £ D) 1K joulr@exe|(=A)A; flo VA° Augllo < 277 flatallgli+sta-
v=j—jo+1
Consequently,
A Tuulfgllos Y, 277 flivalglara < 27 fl2alglitssas
j=l—jo+1
and the conclusion follows. O

Similarly, we consider the bilinear Fourier multiplier operators

Slfgl = A7 (V)" Vg — ()" - Ty vg)

(4.3)
S'w,v] = A7 (Ty[w]* (V- 0) + Ti[o]* (VE - w))

defined for smooth divergence-free zero-mean vector fields f,w,v : T? — R? and smooth zero-mean
function g : T? — R. Direct computations yield

LT T —03 0 0 —02T1
aon” - ontreta= (Gnd ink ) (5) - (e 2%) ()
_ (—52951T1f1 + 190111 f2 + 01 f102Thg — 31f231T19>
~ \—0290T1 f1 + 01902T1 fo + 2 f102T1g — 2 f201Thg
_ (31 (901T1 f2 — Thgor fa
~ \01(g02T1 fo — T1goafo
B <51 (901 T f2 — T1g01 f2
-~ \01 (9021 fo — Tigoa fa

+ 02 (T1g01 f1 — 901 T1 f1) + 901021 f1 — T1gd102 f1 + T190101 f2 — 95151T1f2>
+ 02 (Thg02f1 — gO2T1 f1) + 9020211 f1 — Thg0202 f1 + T190102 f2 — 9010211 fa
+ 02 (Thgdr fr — g01Tu f1) + AS1 2 f1,9] — A51,1[f2,g]>

+ 02 (T1g0a2 f1 — 9021 f1) + AS22[ f1, 9] — AS12[f2, 9]

~— — — ~—

(4.4)
Tl (9 0) + Tl (9 )
o1 (vVTw! — w?Tiv?) + 0p (v Tiw? + w'Thv?) + ASi[vt, w'] + AS [v?, w?] (4.5)
( 1 (V2w + w2Tyol) + 0 (V¥Thw? — wiTiovt) + ASy[vl, wl] + ASa[v2, w2]>
7)

where for (4,7) < {(1,1),(2,2),(1,2)}, S;; and S; are defined in Lemma [£4] By Lemma 4] one can

conclude that

_ T T
IS gllvsa = 1A ((MVHT - FEg = (V) - T1949) v+
S| fInt2rsvalgla + [ fllzesralglnia + 1 flviicalglivsra + 1 flirallglviiisra
|15 [w, v]|N+a = H/V1 (T1 [w]J‘ (VJ‘ -v) + T [’U]J‘ (VJ‘ w)) | N +a
S lw|nvsivs+alvla + [wlitsralvvia + [wvtalvlivsra + [w]allv|virs+a

Lemma 4.4. Let 0 < o < 1. For (i,j) < {(1,1),(2,2),(1,2)}, define the bilinear Fourier multiplier
operators

(4.6)

(4.7)

Silf,9] = A1 (0T f) g — (0:f) Trg)
Siilf, gl = Silo; f. 9] = A ((0:0; 11 f) g — (0:0;.f) Tug)

or smooth zero-mean functions f,g: T? — R, then it holds that
g

(4.8)

1Silf, glIn+a S IfINt1+6+algla + [flits+allglnia + [ flntralglivsra + [ flalglnti+s+a

1Si5Lf: 9llv+a < I flvt2+ovalgla + [ flo+stalglnra + [ flnri+algliesra + 1 fli+allglveivsra
(4.9)

with implicit constants depending only on o and N.
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Proof. The proof is almost the same as that for Lemma [£.3] and thus omitted. O

Now, we consider the following three trilinear Fourier multiplier operators:

Silu, o, 9] = w-VSi[p, 0] — Si[u- Vo, ] — Si[¢,u- V] (4.10)
Sijlu, ,9] = Si[u, 0;0,7] = w-VS;[0;¢0,0] — Si[u-Vo;jp,¥] — Si[0j¢,u - V]

where the bilinear Fourier multiplier operators T'[f, g], Si[f, g] are defined in Lemmas 3] and 4l Then
the following trilinear estimates hold:

Lemma 4.5. Let 0 < a < 1. Then the trilinear Fourier multiplier operators defined in [@I0Q) for smooth

vector filed u and zero-mean functions ¢, satisfy the following estimates

IS0l ¢, Y] N+a < > lull Ny +1+a (10l Na ol Ns 34640 + [DI N 245+l Ns+1+a)
(N1,N2,N3)eN (411)

+ |ul vtz +sta (1€l N tal Y Ns+140)

|Si[u, ¢, Y] N+a < > lulny+1+a (I@lNz+ 14040 [Vl Ne+a + @l N +al Pl N +145+0)
(N1,N2,N3)eN (412)
+ [ullvi+2+6+a (19 Na+al V| Na+a)
1Si,5[w, . )N +a < > lulny1+a (@l vat2+o+al¥lNe+a + (Ol N+ 140l Yl Ng+1464+a)
(N1,N2,N3)eN (413)

+ ul vy +2+5+a (19l Na+1+al Yl N +a)
with implicit constants depending only on «, here N' = {(N,0,0), (0, N,0), (0,0, N)}.

Proof. We only give a proof for estimate (4.12)) since then estimate [@I3]) follows directly from [@I2]) and
the proof for estimate (@IT]) is almost the same as that for ({12). Also, we only prove the case N =0
of [@I2) since the case N > 1 follows easily from the N = 0 case and Newton-Leibniz’s Law.

Due to @), Si[f, 9] = A=t ((6:T1f) g — (0:f) T1g). Thus one can expand bilinear Fourier multiplier
operator S;[f, g] in the frequency space as

Silfigl@) = > Mi&m)f(€)gme (4.14)

&+m,¢,meZ*\{0}

e o, (i1(a) = ()
i (m(x) —m(y
([A10) yield that

w058, ¥] = Si[u®0s¢, ¥] — S, u®dsy)]

where the summation sign for s = 1,2 has been omitted. Then one can similarly expand the trilinear
Fourier multiplier S;[u, ¢, ] in the frequency space as

Silu, ¢, 9)(x) = Y, Myi (61,0 8% () (Q)e’ = (4.17)

§,m,(EFo

where
Ms,i(gu 1, C) = i(ﬂ + C)sMi(na C) - insMi(§ +n, C) - iCsMi(naf + C)

= ins (M;(n, Q) — Mi(€ +n, Q) +iCs (M;(n, ¢) — Mi(n,€ + Q) (4.18)
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and Fo = {({,n,Q) € Z° :n,(,n+ €+ ¢ E+n, &+ n+ ¢ € Z*\ {0}}. Finally, we have the following de-
composition

Silu, 6, 0] (@) = DT Si[Aku, Ay d, Ay ] (x)

k?l,ktg,]i}3ez

= D D DT DT D+ D )Sil Ak, Ak, Ak (x)

k1,k2,ks€eZy k1,k2,k3€Z2 k1,k2,k3€eZ3 k1,k2,ks€Zy k1,k2,k3€eZs k1,k2,k3€Z¢s
=: SEM I u, ¢, 9](2) + SFM [u, 6, 0 (2) + SEHH [u, 6, 9] () + SFH 7 [u, 6, 9] (x) + SFHE[u, 6, 9] (2)
+ S [u, ¢, 9] (2)

(4.19)
where the summations are actually taken on kq, ko, ks = —1 and

Z = {kl < ko — 1000, ko < k3 — 1000}, Zy = {kl < k3 — 1000, k3 < ko — 1000},
Zg = {k1 < ko — 1000, k1 < ks — 1000, k3 — 999 < ko < k3 + 999}, Z4 = {k1 < k3 — 1000, k1 = ko — 999},
Zy = {kl < ko — 1000, k1 = k3 — 999}, Ze = {kl > k3 —999, k1 = ko — 999} .

Step 1. Estimate for SEMH [y, ¢,]: in this case, we write

[

~— ~—

ML, (€n,C) M2, (€n,¢)

1
M, i(&,m,¢) = i€|¢|'F° (- fz—j|<|-‘5 /0 Vo M;(0€ +n,¢)do) +i€|¢|° (-

Denote also that ek
‘Z\4s,1i7 > 3)1(57 m, C) = Msl,i (57 mn, C)Xkl (6))2]62 (n))zks (C)

MERR2 (e ) = M2 (6,1, €)X (€)Xka (1) Xks (C)

where the cutoff function x;(-) is defined in the beginning of section B. Then for k > —1 we have

ARSI, ¢, 0)(x) = D0 ArSi[Agyu, Mg, Ag, 1] ()
kl,kg,kgezl
|k—k3|<10

=3 A Y (MBI Q) MR, ,0)) VAR u (€ A b AT A h(C)e O

k1,k2,k3€Z1 §,m,CeFo

|k—k3|<10
2
= 2 Ay / KRRkt (o & — ) VAR U (1) Ay S(y2) A Ay (y3)dyr dyadys
k1,k2,ks€Zq t=1 R2xR2xR?
|k—k3|<10

where u, ¢, are identified with their periodic extensions and for ¢t = 1,2

K§t>k2>k37t(x, v, Z) —F! (M§1i7k27k3>t) _ / leiyk27k37t(§, n, C)ei(ﬁ-w-ﬁ-n-y-ﬁ-c-z)dgdndc
R2 xR? xR?

Then using the definitions of Zi, Mﬁ’kz’k?”t and M;(x,y), one can easily verify that for a = (a1, az2),b =
(b1,b2), ¢ = (c1.¢2), with non-negative integers a;, b;,¢; = 0,7 = 1,2, it holds that

a Ab Ac g rk1,k2,ks3,t —lalk1o—|blk2o—|c|ks
|2 as MEL Rty < g lalkrg=lblkeg—lelks

Then combing this estimate with Lemma [£.2] applying to f = M, Sk li’kz’ks’t, one can get

HKk1_,k27k37t

EX)

<1

~

| T,Y,2
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Hence

|ARSEM [, 6,40 5 Y, VAR U ol Ak, dllo| A Ak o

k1,ko,ks€Z1
[k—Fk3|<10

> arttkerke gy llal vl ta

k1,k2,k3€Z1
|k—ks|<10

< 27 uliral@lal¥livsras

A

which yields
|SEYH Tu, ¢, ¢]lla < Julisal@laldlirsta-

Step 2. Estimate for SF#M [y, ¢, 1)]: this case is almost the same as step 1 and one can get

[SE M [w, 6, 9]l < Juli+aldlirsraltla

Step 3. Estimate for SF7H [y, ¢, 1]: in this case, for m > —1 we write
AmSzLHH[u7¢7w](:E) = Z Amsi[Ak:1u7Ak:2¢u Aksw](x)
k?l,ktz,]i}3623
k3>m—1100
D2 A Y MEREREn OB (Ao A (e
k4=—1 k1,ka,k3€Z3 &,n,(eFo
k3=m—1100
where

MER (€,1,0) = M i1, )Xk (€) Xia (1) Xs (OXk (0 + Q) Re(€ + 1+ Q)

MEVR3 (€, C) = M (6,71, )X (€) Xea ()X (O X (0 + €)

Recall the definition of Z3. In this case, k1 < min {ko, k3} — 1000 and |ks — k3| < 999. Then we consider
three sub-cases according to the following decomposition:

A SE M u, ¢, 9] (2) = AmSH M [u, ¢, 91 (2) + A ST [u, ¢, ) (x) + A SE5T [u, 6, 9] (2)
where

AnSH [u, 6, 0] (x)
= S An Y MEERE N QAL (OB dm) A B E O,

k1,k2,k3€Z3 k,t=—1 §m,CEFo
k3>m—1100 k>min{ks,k3}—499

A SETH [, 6, ] (x)
= > > A Y MEFER (6, OR wb (6) A d(n) A, 9(Q)e €O,

k1,k2,ks€Z3 kl=—1 &,n,(eFo
k3=m—1100 k1 +250<k<min{k2,k3}—500

A S [u, ¢, 9] (x)
=YY Al Y MRS QB (O R o(n) B bl O

ki,ko, kseZs k>—1 £m,CeF0
k3>m—1100 k<k;+249

Step 3.1. Estimate for A SLHH[ ,®,1], in this case since min {ks, k3} — 499 < k < max {ko, k3} + 10
and |ka — k3] < 999, then we have

Ms,i(s,n,<>=z£|<|”5( e 5/ V., Mi(0€ +1,0)do — S21¢| 5/ v, Mi( n,o§+c>do)

q
Ms,i(&)"])é')

<]
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N 2R3 (6, €) = M (€071, €)X (€)X (1) Xy () + ),
A SHE [u, 6,9 ()
= X S An Y MBS E 0 QAL (€A d(n) A B ETHO .

k1,k2,k3€Z3 k>=—1 §,m,(EFo
k3>=>m—1100 k=min{k2,ks}—499

Then as in step 1, one can get

AnSE M [u, 6, 9](x)

ork1,kak: U —
- Z Z A, Z Msj)kz 2(E,m, OV AR us (&) A, d(n )A1+5Ak W(()e! i(E+n+()x
ks €8 k>l £m.CeFo
k3=>m—1100 k=min{k2,ks}—499
- 2 Am K30 (@ = yiw — yo, @ — y3) VAR U (1) Ak $y2) A0 Ayt (y3)dyndydys
k1,ko,kseZ3 R2 xR2 xR2

k3>m—1100
k>min{ks,ks}—499

where u, ¢, are identified with their periodic extensions and
REe M (o y,2) = 7o (L) = / NI (6 p, )&+ 04 dedndg
R2xR2 xR2

Then using the definition of Z3, Mskll’;z?’k?’ M;(z,y) and k > min {ke, ks} — 499, |ka — k3| < 999, one can
easily verify that for a = (a1, az2),b = (b1,b2), ¢ = (c1.c2), with non-negative integers a;, b;, ¢; = 0,4 = 1,2,
it holds that

HaE kl 22 ks HLOO < 2—|a\k12—|b|k22—\c|k§3
s %, ~

Then combining this estimate with Lemma [4.2] applying to f = Mski ,122 ks yields

k1 kak
(L P

ERN z Y,z

<1

Hence

| A SE  Tu, 6,410 < > IV Ak, u o Ay dllo|A 0 Arytb]o

k1,k2,k3€Z1
k3=m—1100
k}min{k:g ks }—499

_ ko k
< > 9= (kr+F kst )0y bl e

ki1,ka,k3€Z;
k3 >m—1100
k=min{ksz, ks }—499

< 27" ul 1ol el li+54a;
which leads to
ISE 7 [w, ¢, 9o S Nulitaldlal®livesa

Step 3.2. Estimate for Sf?f{H[u, @,1]. In this case, k < k1 + 249 and |ke — k3| < 999 hold, then we
can write

Ms,i (57777C)
|§|| |1+6 Z(WJFC) (77 C) +|<|1+6- (fO zmo T§+77 C) ymo(nv7-€+<)) dT)iCSni §+77+<
13 |t +e |1 +e 1€+ 1+
M3, (&m,0) M2 (€n,0)
s Ern+C M+ Qs M+ Eimo(§+n,0) ., vs E+n+Ci¢smo(n +E,¢)
T a1 e sk e T g

Mg, (&m,6) ME(&:n,¢)
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where

1
mo(x,y) = /0 Vi(o(z +y) —y)do

Set
MER R €, €) = "(%OS@I;% OB O+OT (O FER42(m.0) = T (€0 €
sk, o DR TS0 O 05 (0,
srfkei ) = =k |£0 e = Ot (e,
M6 1, 0) = e, (D (ORH(E 7+ 0. T 460, 0) = 8, (1) (€,
MR ) = (fy (Vamo(T€ +1,€) |—<|1V+y§mo(n,75 + Q) dr)iCsn; o (O (O (0 4 ©).

. (Vamo(T€ +1 = ¢,¢) — Vymo(n — ¢, 7 d7)iCs(n —C):
bk ) = U (D0l 202600 = Tt = e+ VIV = i, @t

arkaks (e o) = U Ef)s (n+ 5>]fo§ 1) (€)% (% + O,

MRS ) s (n+E&—Cimo(§+n—( () _

- RS Xkt (§) Xs (O) Xk (1),
Mk (g, ¢) = LD v (€ Cula + )
Mfl,ks,k,6(§7 n, C) _ iCsmO (F]CFJFC;S—F 57 C) )—Ckl (5)5(7@3 (C)Xk (n)7

MR 36, ) = (MER AR (6, €)= M2 (6,1, QR ()0 (1) Tk (O Xk + C),
MR €, €)= (MR SRR (6, €) = M€ 1, QR (ks (1) 0k (QRk (1 O+ 10),
MRS (€m, €)= (MP R AR (6, €) = M2 (€ 1, QR (ks (1) 0k (QRk (14 O+ 10),

MBSO, ¢) = (MF2 e AN F R RS (¢ C) = ME(E,m, C) Xk (€) Xka (1) Xks (O)Xk (0 +C) Xe(E+1+C),

where x is chosen such that yx = x. Then in this case one can check as before to get

aabazMslcl,k3,k,3

—|alk1o—|blko—|c|k: b Ac v rk2,k3,k,3 —|blko—|c|k
< 9 lalkig—lblkg—lelks HanaMiQS HL < 9 blkg—lelks

Liﬁ
abachQ ks,e, 4” < 2—\a|é2—\b\kg2—|c\k37 aaabaEMkl Jk3,k, 4” < 2—|a\k12—|b|k2—|c\k3,
L* Lo
“8b8€ kl ks, k, 5H < 9~ lalkig=lblkg—lelks agaf]angkl,ks,k,GH < o lalkig—[blkg—|clks
> L® L©

Consequently, one can use Lemmas 1] and to get

~

— — ] k k3,k,3 k k3,k,3
[ F=H MRS gy = [ FHME R, <1, [ F M) |z, = IF TN, S 1

_ 1 _ K1,k k,3 —1xrki.ks,k,3
|Fr MR g, = [ FrH MR, 1, | FN M), = [ FN )

Iz, =1,

—1(pkkak, —1(gpkkask,s - — | FL (ks ks
[F=HME ) |y = [ F M) |z, £ 1, [ FH MR RO |, = [ FH (MR

|, s 1.
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This and Lemma F.T] imply

_ k1,k2,k3,3 _ E1,ka,k,3 1 rk2,ks,k,3 - E1,ka Lk, - ka,ks,k,3
[ F7H M) [y = | FH iR B2 M R0y < | F TR Ry [ F M), <1

s,t,k

_ k1 ,ko,ks,4 _ Ko,ka, 0,4 7 rk1,ks k4 _ Ko, ks b, _ k1,ks k.4
| FH M Ny = | FH (MR ke b 0 By < | F kR S, | FH (M ), s 1

ERN N 1 ER

|F M ey = |F ek AN R0 |y | b O g, | F MR, < 1

S,

N 0 [ i P T i P Vo 0 i [P

Note that
A SEM u, ¢,9](x)
= > DA D> MR, OBk ut (§) A, ¢(n) Ak, (et T
k1,k2,ks€eZs kl=—1 &,n,(eFo

k3=m—1100 k<k;+249

= 3 A Y MR QAN us () AT AL, ¢(n) A, Q) E O

k1,k2,k3€Z3 &,m,(EFo
k3=m—1100
—1<k<k;+249
k1,k2,ks,4 U Y YN ; .
+ )] D Am Dy MEREENEN Q) - VAR (AR d() AT AL p(()el E O
ki,k2,k3€Z3 kl=—1 §,m,(EFo
ks>m—1100 k<k; +249
k1,k2,ks,5 ~ ~ YN ; .
Y Y A Y MR N0 AR us (R b AT A (el
k1,k2,k3€Z3 kl=—1 §,m,(EFo
ks>m—1100 k<k; +249
k1,k2,k3,6 -~ Yl wUNE i .
NS A Y MRS g OdB ut (€) A, d(n) AT Ag, ()10
ky,k2,ks€Zs k0>—1 £m,CeFo
k3=m—1100 k<ki +249
k k
Then one can argue as in the case of step 3.1 to get (where one may use the facts that 27%2 < 2~ Lo
k k+£
and 2~ k2 < 2~ 25 to control the sums for k, ¢ Zflsk$k1+249’ > k-1 )

k<ki+249

|8 [u, &, ¥1],, S luli+aldlaltlivsra + lulicallivsral Pla

Step 3.3. Estimate for SfQHH[u, @,1]. In this case, k1 + 250 < k < min {ko, ks} — 500 and |ky — k3| <
999 hold, and

1
Ms,i(§7 n, C) = i€|C|l+5 <_ /0 |C|_1_6 (nsvaz(Ug + m, C) + CSVUMl(nu Ug + C))dd)

Due to M;(x,y) = W, one can get

iei(e) () | Vi) ine )00 - n)
Vellie:9) = == T et FEE ’

i Vin(y) dxi(z + y)(m(x) —m(y))
|z + y |z +yl?

VyMl (Ia y) =

)
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where e; = (1,0) and ez = (0,1). Then these formulas together with some calculations yield

1770 (0 VaMi(0€ +1,€) + GV Mi(n, 06 + ()
o TEENHC s Jo V(o€ + 0+ Q) = Qdr  iokm.Vin(o€ + 1)

o€ +n+(| [y o€ +n + I
io&(oE+n+ QO+ 0+ Q) s fy ViT(oE + 1+ () = )dr
lo& +n+¢]? [C[T+0
N i(20€ + 0 +C) i fy Yma(T(206 + 0+ ) —0€ = Qdr ioeny(Vin(of + 1) — Vin(of + ()
o€ +n + ([[¢[+? o€ +n + ([[¢|+?
i+ QM+ OQs(0E Q) M fy VRlr(o€ + 0+ ) = Qdr
lo€ +n+¢)? IC[T+o

L i€ o Jo i€ VPR (u(2r0€ + 0+ ¢) — 10€ — C)(270€ + 1+ C)drdp) (o€ + 0 + )
lo& +n + ¢PI¢]H+2

where mg(z) = xsVm(z). Then it follows from Lemmas [T 42 and k; + 250 < k < min {k2, k3} — 500,
together with a similar argument used in step 3.2 and with some tedious calculations that

—1 k1,k2,ks
IF— (M%), < 1
Hence, one can use similar arguments as in step 1 and step 3.1 to obtain

IS5 [, &, %]l < [uli+alglaltlivsta

Step 4. Estimate for SFEH[u, ¢, ¢]. In this case, ks < k3 — 1 and one may assume ko < k3 — 100

since the case that k3 — 99 < ks < k3 — 1 and k1 < k3 — 1000 can be treated in the same way as in step
3. Note that

Mg, ) = [elic e e Ml S) gy s 20 M40 0)

€] |<|”5 &l Igrre
—_——— —_
M7, (€1,0) Mg, (&m,0)

s 5/ v, Mi(n, 0 + O)do)

M2 (£.n.0)

+ €] (- |<|

For m > —1, we have the following decomposition

ApSHFH ¢, 0] () = Y AnSi[Aku, Ak, ¢, Ax, ] (x)
k1,ko,k3€Zy
|m—k3|<10

= Y A Y MR ONR G (€) A d(m) AT Ay, (Q)ei €T

k1,k2,k3€Z4 §,m,CEFo
‘mfk'g‘glo

— DT A D MRS (e, OND ut (6) Dy () A1 A, () ST

k1,k2,ks€Zy £m,CeFo
|m—Fk3|<10
k=-1
k1,k2,k3,9 — —
* Z Am Z MS,; o (ﬁvn,C)VAkluS(g)AMb( )A1+5Ak ¢(O i(E+n+¢)-x
k1,k2,ks€Zy £m,CeF0
|m—Fk3|<10

with

Mkl ha ks, 7(5 m, C) 57,1(55 7, C)Xkl (5)5@62 (W)P_Cka (C)a
MEERS (¢ ¢y = M3 (€1, Q)X (€)Xka (1) s (O X0 (€ + 1),
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Msk,;)k%k?”g(gv mn, C) = Mg,z(gu m, C))Zk?l (5)5(7@2 (n))zks (C)

Then arguing as before, we can use Lemma 2] to get
- ki1, ka, ks,
JF = ), < 1,
- k1 ka,ks,9
|FH M) [, S 1

To treat Mskli’,ljz’k“g, one may recall that M;(z,y) = W, so that

ins i(E+n) mE+n) s i(E+n); m(Q)

Ms8i§7777<):_ e
il EHIE+n+¢ ¢+ g€+ n+ ¢ ¢
M35, 4 (&m,¢) Mg, 5(&1,€)

MFvERS (e ) = M2, (€1, )X () Xk (1) X0s () Xk (€ + 1),
= MRS (g, ¢) - MRS (g,m, ©),
k1,k2,k3,8 _ % Z(é + 77)1 _ ~ -
Ms,i,k,l,l (6)777<) = |€| |§ T+ Clel (g)sz (77)Xk3(<)a

MR e ) = Wx (1) (O (€ + 1),

Nk R (e, ¢) = g%xk ()X (O (6),

Mi;::?ék378(€7 m, C) = Mss,i,Q(gv m, C)Xkl (6))2]62 (77)32163 (C)Xk (6 + 77)
Then one can argue as before using Lemmas 1] and to get

—1 k1,k2,k3,8
o ()

—1 k1,k2,k3,8
s |F (b))
1
_ —1 k1,k2,ks3,8
= |7 ()|
<1,
]_'71 Mkl.’k2’k3’8 <1
s,1,k,2 L1~ ’

—1 k1,k2,k3,8
o ()

—1 k1,k2,k3,8
F (Mk)u )]

—1 [ arki,k2,k3,8
F (Mm2 )’

L1 Ll

L1 Ll

—1 k1,k2,k3,8
L= ()
1

1 k1,ka,k3,8
L ()|

Ly
< 1.

Combing these and arguing as before lead to
|SEE [, 0,9, < lulhsalglal®livsa

Step 5. Estimate for SIHL[u, ¢, (]. This case can be treated in the same way as in step 4 to get
|SE 5w, 6,91, < Tulisaldlissaltla

Step 6. Estimate for SHHH [y, ¢, (]. In this case we use the following decompositions

iCs M;i(n,¢) — Mi(n, & + C) ins M;(n, Q) — M (£ +n,Q)

2445 2468
Ms.i(§7n7<) = |§| * m |§|1+5 + |§| * E |€|1+5
_ |§|2+6 i(ﬁ + C)S Mi(n7<) 7|€|2+6 %Mz(g + 777<) 7|€|2+6 &Mi(nag + C)
el lgrre gl gt gl gt
—_— —_—
M5 (Em,0) ML (€m,6) MP%(Em,0)
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MERFR0 (€ ¢) = MEY(E, 0, €)Xy (€)Xka ()Xo ()0 (1 + )
M:E::?ék&ll(g’ UR C) = Msli (5) , C))_(kl (5))2762 (W))Zke (C))_(k (5 + 77)9_62 (5 +n+ C)

MEEFSI2 (€, ) = ME2(E, 1, Q)X (6)Xka (1) Xa (O Xk (€ + O)Xe (€ + 17+ €)
and for m > —1

)

AmSzHHH [ua ¢a 1/}] (I) = Z Amsl [Akluv Akz ¢a Akﬂ/)] (.I)
k1,k2,k3€Z6
k1=m—1100
=Y Aw Y MEEOE QAT AR ut (&) A d(n) A, (e €O
k1,k2,k3€Z¢ §,m,(EFo
k1=m—1100
k=>—1

A ST w0, ()

k1,k2,ks,11 TS A Ul T i .
— D A D) MBS, QAT A, us () Ak, () A, Q) O
k1,k2,k3€Zg &£,m,CeFo
k1=>m—1100
k=—1

A ST 2 0,0, ()

k1,k2,ks,12 TS A ~ ~ i .
=Y Aw Y MR g OAPTIAL us (€) A, d(n) A D) ETTHO
k1,k2,k3€Z¢ &,n,CeFo
k1 =m—1100

ke=—1

A ST [u,6,] (2)
Step 6.1. Estimate for A,, S/ [u, ¢, ¢](x). We decompose further

A ST [0, ¢,) ()

=Y Aw Y MEERE QAT AL (§) A d(n) B, (e O
ki k2,ks€Zo €,n,6eF0
k1=m—1100

k=max{ks,ks}—499

N An X MEREREn QA AL u () Brd () Br p(Oe T

k1,k2,k3€Z6 §,m,(EFo
k1>=m—1100
k<ks—500

Y ALY MR g OAZFAL s (6) Ay d(n) A (Q) IO

k1,k2,k3€Z6 §,m,(EFo
k1>=m—1100
k<ks—500

Consider the first case when &k > max {kz, k3} — 499. One can argue easily as before to get

H‘/—:_l (Mkl-,k2-,k3>10) HLI S 1

s,i,k

While for the second case when k < k2 — 500, the condition |ks — k3| < 10 holds. One can decompose
further,

_ i) —m(Q) o ¢ [T B
M’L(U?C) - |< +77| - ”71|77+ <| 0 Vm (U(T]+ C) 77) dgv
a0 oy 1 gf)s ”{gfﬁ? 60 (€6 (1) ks (O (1 4 ),

= M0 (n,¢) - MR 10 (e, ¢)

where e
ME01,0) = 1 X (e + ),
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ME10(,0) = S S ) 70(0),

5
_ ;[T —n)d
Mié:?”“v“’(s,n,o:("Ef“fo mﬁ;ﬁ?ﬁo M (O ()X (O%k (7 + C).

i [ Vi (0¢ — 1) do
=|§—j”f0 (e ()0 € ~ )

Then one can argue as before using Lemmas [.T] and to get

— k1,k2,k3,10
H]: 1 (M 1,r2,R3, >
s,i,k

Mkl)k27k3710(§, 177 C)

s,i,k

< o
Ly
<[ ()

<L

— rki1,k2,ks,10
F 1 (M 1,k2,k3, )
8,1,k

F-1 (Mkl,kz,ka,lo)

s,i,k

L1 Ll

Ly Ly

At last, the third case when k < k3 — 500 is similar to the second case and one can also get

H]___l (Mkl,k2,k3,10) <1

~

s,i,k I

Hence, combining three cases above leads to
|ARSTT T u, 6, 9] [0 < 27" ullarssal v ]a
Step 6.2. Estimate for AmSlH HH’Q[u, o, ] (x). We will use the following decomposition:
A ST [, 6, 9] ()
=Y A X MEET(Em QAP w () Ay () By h(Q)e O

k1,k2,k3€Z6 &,m,(eFo
k1 >m—1100
ko>—1
k1,ko,ks,11 oA N N i .
=Y A Y MEERTE n, QAT AL w6 Ar, dln) A, ()l E O
k1,k2,k3€Z6 &,m,(eFo ’
k1 >m—1100

k=—1
—1<0<k—500

k1,ka k3,11 5 A ' T ; .
Y An Y MR ONPTIAL U (€) A d(n) A, (O E O
k1,k2,k3€Zs &,m,¢eFo
k1=>m—1100
k=—1
0=k—499

If ¢ < k — 500, one has

i ; (. — 1 !
Mi(e+ Q) = HEEDGRERDZRO) e SN [ ot + O - € -,

Mskyll::?ék%ll(gv , C) = Msl,lz (57 UE C))Zkl (6))2162 (77))_(]% (C)Xk (§ + 77))_(5 (f +n+ C)
) S Mz 3 _ _ _ _ _
_ %%x ()% ()T (R (€ +M)Te(E+ 1+ O)
= MEvkkadl(e oy MfRE (e ),

Mfl)kmka)ll(gv m, C) = %)21@1 (6))2162 (77)5(/@3 (C)?

CEn4C (Ermify Vin(o(E+n+ Q) —E—n)do _

k1,k,0,11 . _ _
M; (&mn.¢) = Ty GEZ Xy (E)Xk(§ +m)Xe(§ + 1+ Q)
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_ i ! Vm (o( —n)do
Mikl’k)e’ll(ga"%C) = % ! ! fO |§|(1+€; 77) Xky (5))216(”))22(()

Then one can argue as before using Lemmas [4.1] and to get

P ()| s 1F bt

H]_-—l (Mskl,kg,kg,ll HL H]_- (Ml{cl,k,fz,u)

<1

~

F-1 (Mgcl,k,e,11)

K2

Ly

A

Ly

If £ = k — 499, one has

M (€1, Q) Xk (€) Xk (1) Xy (O Xk (€ +m)Xe(€+ 1+ Q)

=ﬁ?_%ggﬁahgﬂbmﬂm@Mdﬁ+mm@+n+o

o fﬂg e 0 ()0 () V(€ + (€ 1+ 0

= M3 (€, ©) - MuyERe (g . 0),

k1,k2,ks,11
Mslzkzl ’ (577774)

ME € ) = %ms)mg FMRE+C+0),
MEENE 1,0) = =10 (O T Xe(C),
Mgt ¢) = PEE IO g (€, el + mu
() — ) .

MBI e ¢) = ey (€ = )Xk (€) Xg ()X ().

|§ —nf2+e

Again, one can argue as before using Lemmas [£1] and to get
Nk ks 11 Apki1l 1 k1 ,ka,ks,11
G| B Gl A I iy
_ k1,11 —1 ( x7k1,k2,ks,11
sl ()], e ()

<1

Ly

Ly

Ll Ll

Combining two cases above yields
| An S 2, 6,01 < 27 ulavssal@laléla

Step 6.3. Estimate for AmeIHH’S[u, @,1](x). This case can be treated in the same way as in step 6.2
to get
| An ST, 6, 9] < 27" ulzss+aldllal¥]a

Then it follows from steps 6.1-6.3 that
| [, 0, 9], < lull2+s+aldlaltla
Finally, step 1-step 6 imply that

[Silu, ¢, ¥l S lulitaldlissralla + ulivaldlalblivsra + [ulotsralSlaldla
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5 The Newton steps

5.1 Spatial mollifications of the velocity filed and the stress error

As in standard convex integration schemes, the construction starts with a mollification of the ASM-
Reynolds system, whose purpose is to deal with the problem of loss of derivatives. The setup of the
mollification function ¢ in this section is the same as in [9].

Define the mollification length scale as

gq = ()‘q)‘q+1)_1/27

and let ¢ : R? — R be a smooth function such that its Fourier transform
&) = [ (@)™ da
R2

satisfies ((€) = 1 when [¢] < 1 and {(€) = 0 when |¢| > 2. Assume further that ¢ (and, thus, ¢) is
symmetric (this implies that ¢ has first order vanishing moment). Given a periodic function f : T? — R,
set

<£ 1f Zf zk;ﬂ'

kez?
Equivalently,
Peif@) = [ 7o =), ),

where f is identified with its periodic extension, and

Co, () = €,2C(L, ).

Set
Vg = séglvq,
g = T[vg] = Pgegluqa

Rgo = Pﬂ;l R,.
We first collect some relevant estimates in the following lemma. We also fix a mollification multiplier
P<e;17 defined similarly as P<e;17 such that P<£;1 P<e;1 f= P<e;1 f. For simplicity of presentation,
denote -

D, =0, + Ug -V

as the material derivative associated to the mollified velocity field @,. Note that ¢ satisfies all of the
requirements in Proposition [A.2l Then the following mollification estimates hold:

Lemma 5.1. For N > 0,r € {0, 1}, the following estimates

1
|ogln <0G M (N, Ly, Mg, 0;"), N=1 (5.1)
gy S 62 ASOM (N, Loy Ay 1), N1 (5.2)
|De (V- 5g) v S 8N M (N, Lp — 2,7, 6,1), N =0 (5.3)
|De (V404) [ + 1 De (V) v S 8A5 P2 M (N, L = 3,00,6,"), N >0 (5.4)
|D: (Vi) v + [De (Vitg) [ < S A2 M (N, Lr = 4,00,4,"), N 20 (5.5)
1D} Ryl < dasa AeEIA 2 (812025) M(N, g, A, 01) (5.6)

hold with implicit constants depending on M and N .
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Proof. The estimates for (51]), (52)) and (5.6]) follow from the same arguments in [[16],lemma 3.1]. Now
we prove ([B.3)).
Apply —V+- to both sides of (Z3) to get
040y + ug - VO, = —V* - div R, (5.7)
where 0, = —V+ v, and 0, = —V+ - 9,. Thus it holds that
D0, + div (Psgq—l (uqghq) — ﬂqéq) = —Vi.divR,o

Due to this, Proposition[A3] the inductive assumption (2.6]) and ([2.7), and (5.6) for the case N < Lr—2,
one can get

HDtéqHN b Hpge;l (uqbq) — ﬂqél;HN-ﬁ-l + |1 Rg0ln+2
< Lo([lugliv1l€ql + 16 nv+1llugli) + 5q+1)‘éi(1;)‘q_2aM (N + 2, Lg, Aquﬂq_l)

< 5q€q)‘3+5+N + 6q+1)\1+5)\3+N—2a

q+1
g 5q)\2+5+N,

where one has taken /3 such that 8 > 1%5, which ensures 6q+1)\;i‘1§ < 5q)\(11+‘5. If N> Lgr — 1, one has

HDtéqHN S Hpgz;1 (“qeq) - ﬂqéqHN-ﬁ-l + HRq,O |N+2
<LV (gl L2 l0gll1 + [10g] L2 luglly) + GgraAgEoag 2 N2

146\Lryp—N+Lr—2 1+6\Lr—2ap)—N+Lr—2
< S AR - + Ggga ALEE LR 20y

< 5q}\3+5)\§qu—N+LR—2
Also, to prove (54) and (53], noting that v, = —A~1V16,, we have that
Dy (V*o,) = =Dy (VFATIVEE,) = —VEATIVED,0, — [4, - V, VEATIV],,
(Vig) = =Dy (VATIV*9,) = —VAT'VED,0, — [a, - V, VATV,
Dy (V*tay) = =Dy (VEATIVE0,) = —~TiVEATIVED,, — [0, - V, TIVEATIVH]G,,
Dy (Vig) = —Dy (hIVAT'V0,) = ~TiVAT'VE D0, — [a, - V, TIVATIV]G,.
Then (5.4) and (53] follow from (51)), (5.2), (5:3) and Proposition [AZ6l O

5.2 Set up of the Newton step

To set up the construction of the iterative Newton perturbations, we need some standard toolbox, which
includes flow map estimates and several time-dependent functions. This subsection is similar to that of
[16].

First define backwards flow ®; : T? x R — T starting at time ¢ € R as

0sPy(x,8) + tg(x,s) - V@, (z,8) =0 (5.8)
(I)t|s:t (I) =, '
and the corresponding Lagrangian flow X; by
dith(o‘aS) = ﬂq(Xt(avs)vs) (59)
Xi(ayt) = a.

Then the following standard estimates hold.
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Lemma 5.2. [16] Let N = 0,7 € {0,1}, 7 < |[ay];*. Then it holds for any |s —t| < T that
|DIV, (-, 8)|n < (51/2/\“5) M (N, Ly, A, €51, (5.10)

IVXi(,8) v € M (N, Ly — 1,7, £,1) (5.11)
where the implicit constants depend on M and N.

To introduce some standard temporal functions, we first define the standard time scale

_ 5 2/\ (2+6)/\;+1,

which ensures

_ Ad \° _ .
|uq|1+arqs<kjl) S1 Jagh <O <1
q

where C' > 0 depends on M and ag has be chosen sufficiently large such that C)\q +1 < 1, and thus Lemma
2 holds with 7 replaced by 7.

Denote t;, = k1, , k € Z. Then two family of standard temporal cut-off functions x5 and X can be
defined as follows:

e The squared xj is a partition of unity:

D) =

keZ
e supp xx < (tx — %Ttptk} + %Tq) and thus
SUpp Xk—1 N SUPP Xk+1 = &, VkeZ;

e For N>0and ke Z,
10 Xkl swv g Y,

o supp X < (tx — 74, tx + 74) and Xk = 1 on (¢ — %Tq,tk + %Tq), which imply
XkXE = Xks VK € Z;

e For any N > 0 and k € Z,
|8iN>zk| sN Tq_N7

Denote the number of Newton steps to be
s
[l
1+2 -3

Lemma 5.3. ([16]) Let F < Z? be the set defined in section[32, and T € N. For any £ € F, there ewist
2I" smooth, 1-periodic functions ge en,ge.omn : R = R, with n € {1,2,...,T}, such that:

Then the following lemma holds:

1
/ogg’p’HZL VEe F, pefe o}, andne{l,2,....T}

and
SUupp ge,p,n N SUPP Gn,q,m = 2,

whenever (€,p,n) # (n,q,m) € F x {e,0o} x {1,2,...,T}.
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Let n € {0,1,...,T' — 1}. After n Newton steps, one get the following ASM-Reynolds system:

OtVg,n + Ugn + VUgn — (Vvq,n)T “Ugn + VPgn =V Ry + V- Sgn+ V- Py,
Ugn = Tl ['Uq,n]v (512)
V-vgn =0,

where:
® v, is the velocity field at step n, starting from v, = vg,
® p,.n is the pressure, initialized as pg,0 = pg,
e R, , represents the gluing error after the n-th perturbation (R, is the initial mollified stress),
e S, is an error term to be eliminated by oscillatory Nash perturbations, with S; o = 0,
e P i1, is a residual error, with P10 = Rq — Ry0.

When n = 0, system (512) is exactly the ASM-Reynolds system (23)).

5.3 Construction of the (n + 1)*" Newton step

In this subsection, we construct the (n + 1)*" Newton step. To set up, we first define the amplitude
functions

1
agkn = 0441 nAqt1XEVE ks (5.13)
where for n € {0,1,...,I'— 1}, k€ Z, and £ € F, ¢ 1, are given by Lemma 3.2

_ rp=m)

(72 ) -2 42 ) D Rgn
M) kmo 16@) kno T3 - 3 - )
13 n’ g n Te) kn (v@{g(l)1v<p{g(2)1v<p{§(3)) 5q+1)n)\;i¢15

D = ¢Wgvin (M) + €D@vim (€2 + €D@vm (69),
here ®, is the backward flow of %, starting from #;:

{ 8t<I>k+aq-V<I>k =0
(I)k|t:tk =T

The amplitude parameters above d441,, are defined as:

Ay )"(H%“ﬁ)

Ogtlm =0
ah ot (Aq-t-l

We now verify that ve i is well-defined. It follows from Lemma [5.2] and Proposition [5.6 that

Rq,n

)\1-&-(5
146
6‘1+17"/\q+1

[Rgnllo < dg1,n A 112" = SO\ " <o

0

Furthermore,
H (V(I)Tg(l)’V(I)Tg@),V(I)Tg(S)) _ <§<1),§<2>,5<3>)H0 <l lh < OAE <,
provided that ag is sufficiently large, here C' is a constant depending only on M, and c1,ce come from
Lemma [32] Therefore, e ,» is well-defined.
Let A, (A) be the neighborhood around the set A of size T and define:

Lgn = {k € Z | krq € N7, (supp, Rq,n)}'
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Then

Z Xi(t) =1, for tesupp; Ryn.
k€Zg,n

Using Lemma [3.2] we obtain the following decomposition:

1 .
div D7 ) Z/\gjr}ag)k)an)g{@Vm (VOl¢) = —div Ry,n. (5.14)
k€Zg,n EEF

For the simplicity of presentation, one can introduce

1.5 i
N 1ag VL ERVm (VO[E).

AE,k,n = Z

The temporal oscillation parameters are defined as

1 148 1428 4
— 2 3 3 (0%
Pgt1 =071 > Ai1® Agfas

such that

25

-1 1428
e _ (A T
Hg+1 Ag+1 ot

dueto g <1+ 2?5' Now, define f¢ rnt+1: R — R by

Sekmet =1 =G pni1s (5.15)

where

_ ) 9¢en+1 if k is even,
Jedomrt g¢,on+1 if k is odd.

The primitive of f¢ r 41 is given by

t
L@ = [ Fenma(o)ds,
0

which is a well-defined 1-periodic function, since ge ¢ n+1 and ge on+1 are normalized in L?. The set up
of these temporal functions and oscillation parameters here are similar to that of [16].
Next, we solve the transport problem:

Okt + Ug - VPt = Deep feknt1 (g1 t) ATV - div Ag g (2, 1), (5.16)
1 _ . .
Uiy, (@) = s Ve fé;l,nﬂ(uqﬂtk)ﬁ 'V div Ag ko (2 ).
It follows from this that
ATV (0rn + Ug - Vidpngr) = ATV Z fekn+1(pg1t) div Ag g n (2, 1),
EeF
which implies the existence of a pressure term py ,+1 such that
VE (0tbkmar + Ug - Vibrngr) = Z fe k1 (pgr1t) div Ag gn (2, 1) + Vi nt1.
EeF
Finally, we define the (n + 1)* Newton perturbation by the superposition of )Zkvlwkmﬂz
W@ t) = Y KOV i (1), (5.17)

k€Zq,n

Then using the perturbation wé’?lm +1 above, one can construct the (n + 1)*® Newton step as follows:
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First, direct computations give

t _ t t _
atwt(zwzl,n-rl +Ug - sz(;-zl,nﬂ + T [wzg-t)-l,n+1] -V,

= Z V() 0V Pk i1 + g - VV pngr + VAT [Ygng] - Vi)

k€Zg,n
+ Y ARV kg,
k€Zg,n
= Z Xk (t) (VJ_ (0t1/}k,n+1 + ’aq : V¢k,n+1) — div (1/}k,n+1vj_aq + Tl [wk,nJrl]vJ_@q))
k€Zq,n
+ Z Ok VE ka1,
k€Zg,n
= > DI xeO fermir(tgrat) div Ae g (@) + D0 Xk VPkinta
k€Zq,n EEF k€Zg,n
= > Xk div ($rn1 Vg + T1[$kn41] V' 0,)
k€Zq,n
+ 0 AV s
k€Zg,n

Since XxA¢ kn = Ae g for all k € Z (due to supp A¢ kn < SUPP ag k., < supp xx x T?), and using

GI4) and (BI3), one can obtain
D0 2 kO fermri(gnt) divAgkn = Y1 Y divAekn — Y, Y Gt divAckn

k€Zq,n EEF k€Zqg,n EEF k€Zg,n EEF

—divRen — D) > g2 pni1 divAgpn.
k€Zq,n EEF

Collecting all the arguments above, we can conclude that the (n + 1)*" step ASM-Reynolds system
(BI12) is satisfied with

n+1
Ugn+1 = Ugn + w((;zlmﬂ =g+ Z wgl)m, (5.18)
m=1
Pgn+1 = Pgn + Z XkPk,n+1 — Uq - wt(;?l,nJrlv (5.19)
k€Zg,n
Rynp1 =div'h Y o Vipnn —div'h > Xe(t) div (Vkn1 Vg + T [Ven 1]V 0,),
k}EZan k?ezq,n ~ e
=:5[0q,Yk,n+1] (5.20)
+div A Y AT (V)" Vi — (V) TV aa]), '
k€Zq,n ~—
:55[5qvwkm+l]
Sq,n+1 = Sq,n - Z Z g?,k,nJrlAé,k,m (5-21)
k€Zg,n EEF
Povins1 = Ppyan+ div! (T1 [w2211n+1]LVL - w§217n+1)
.- t t t t
wdiv Y (Tl PV 0l o+ Tl V0l )
m=1
vt (g = ag) 9wl Tl Y - 1)) (5:22)

where the anti-divergence operator div™' = R(m) is given in Appendix Bl and will be used throughout
this paper.

38



5.4 Estimates for the gluing error and the total Newton perturbation

In this section, we give estimates for the gluing error R, 1 and the total Newton perturbation.
We first establish the following estimates for the amplitude functions a¢ i n, A¢ k,n and the Newton
perturbations ¥y n41:

Lemma 5.4. For VN = 0,7 € {0,1}, it holds that
| Dy ag pnlln < 002 aAgriitha M (N, Ly Mg €, (5.23)

1D} Ag kn

[ —
N < GgrimAatisn M (N, L, Mg, 0,) (5.24)
where the implicit constants depend onn, I', M, a, and N.

Proof. The proof is basically the same as that for Lemma 3.5 and corollary 3.6 of [I6] and one will need
to use Lemmas .11 and the assumed estimates from Proposition [.6] below to modify the proof. O

Lemma 5.5. For N > 0,7 € {0,1}, we have the following estimates on supp Xk :

_ Sqt1m AT
1Dk nt 1l N ra S % (ugs1)" M (N, Ly — 1, M, £,1) (5.25)
q
where all the implicit constants depend onn, I', M, o, and N.

Proof. It follows from the definition of )y ,,11 that

Dttt = Dieep fekmt1 (Hgi1t) ATIVE - div Ag (2, 1)
Ukintilimy, (@) = 255 Yeer fg;l,nﬂ (Hgr1ty) ATIVE - div Ag g (2, 1)

Note that A~!V+.div is a 0-order Calderén-Zygmund operator thus the case r = 1 in (5.25) follows from
(E24). And by Proposition [A.7] [5.24] and Lemma [5.7] one can get

1 t
[k mrilvra < | Ag knlNta + HAﬁ,k,nHN-Hl/ fermi1 (Hg17) dr
:u’qul tr
1 t
+ | Ae knliralt = telltglnta + |t—fk||\ﬂqHN+aHA£,k,n|1+a/ fekmv1 (pgi17) dr
Hq+1 tr
1 1 _
S 1A kNt + +——[Acknlisalt = trlltg|Nia
Hq+1 Ha+1
Sqi1mAgiils®
< LG M (N, L Mg, £Y)
Hag+1
O
Then the following key inductive proposition of the Newton step can be proved:
Proposition 5.6. For N > 0,r € {0,1}, assume that R, ., satisfies
|DF Ryn|n < q1,nAg L3NG “tiga M (N, L Ag £571) (5.26)
with implicit constants depending on n, I'; M, o and N. In addition, suppose that
1 1
supp,; Rgn = [-2+ (82 N2P0) 71 —2n7, =1 — (65 A27°) ! + 2n7] (5.27)

1 1
UL+ (83 A2F0) ™1 — 207, 2 — (02 AZT°) ™1 + 27y .

Then, the new stress Ry 41 satisfies (5.26)-(E2T) with n replaced by n + 1.
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Proof. Note that Lemma [5.T] implies that the assumptions of Proposition 5.6 are satisfied at n = 0 due
1
to g )\3“’5 & fg+1. Also, by the definitions of X and Z, ,, one has

supp; Ry nt1 < Nor, (supp; Ry ),

thus the temporal support assumption (5.27)) is satisfied at level n + 1.

Now we prove (5.26) at level n 4 1. First note that the set {supp Y&} is locally finite and div™" V+,
div'div,div" ' A are of Calderén-Zygmund type of order 0 and 7T} is homogeneous of order 1 + &, one
can conclude from Lemmas 5.7 55 and (Z0) that

IRy nt1ln S [Bgntr Nt

<7t SZP 1Yk nt1llN+a + kszp |k n1 Vg + Ti[Ykn+ 1]V 0| Nta + kszp |S[0g Yk ns+1]| N +a
€Lq,n €Lq,n €Lqg,n

146 p—a
5q+11n/\q+1éq

Hq+1

T_l

. M (N, L, Mg, 071) + [k n 1| v ol Tgl2rsta + [k miillal Tl v i2isia

+ [k nrillN1+6+alVgl1+a + [Vrns1l1+6+allTe| N 4140

149 p—a
1 5q+11n/\q+1éq
~ q

M (N, Ly, Mg, 0 Y)

qs*q

ALESTOM (N, Ly Mg, £Y)

Hq+1
by 1+3-p
q+1 q>r*q

< Oty S 5
q+1
< Ot i1 AgtiA; M (N, Ly, Mg, £ Y)

where constant C' > 0 is independent of a > ag and g. Also, ag has been chosen sufficiently large such
that
CAN <1, Va>0

For the material derivative, one can use Proposition [A.f] to get

IDiRyni1lnia < sup (|De(@Xktrmi1)|Nra + g - V,div" " V] 0Xe vk ni1| N o)

€Zgn

+ kszp (|‘Dt()~(kg [ﬁq, wk,nJrl])HNJra + H [ﬁq : V,diV_l div] (ng [ﬁqvwk,nJrl] HN+0¢)
€Zqn

+ Sup (I D(xXkS [0g, Y1) Nra + g - Vo div T A] (X0S [0g, Yrns1]) [N+a)
.

A

Sup (75 2k ns1 N 4o + 75 I Detbkmst [N ta
E€lag,n

+75 agliralVrniilna + 74 gl vr1+alvrniila)
+ ksuP (TJIHS [1_)1171/)k,n+1] IN+a + HDtS [aqﬂ/)k,nJrl] I+

€Zq,n
taglival S [0, Yrans1] In+a + 18] v+1+alS [T, Yrnr1] o)

+ Sup (77118 [0, Yrns1] | Nt + |1DeS [Ug, Yrns1] | N+a

q,n

+Htigl+allS [Og, Yimsr] I N+a + || 41408 [Og, Yims1] o)

Recalling the notations in (B20), (£4), (LI0) and Lemma 4], one can get

D.S [Ug Vk,nt1]
= Dt’@[]k,n-kleQq + ’@[]k,n-k—lDtvlﬂq + Tl [’@[]k,n-k—l]Dtvl'Dq + Tl [Dt@[]k,n-k—l]vj_’% + ([’aq . V, Tl]¢k,n+l) VL’Uq,
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Dy S [0, Yk ns1]
_ b, (51 Y (Wknt101T10g,2 — Tk n+1010g,2) + 02 AT (T19g 14101091 — ¢k,n+101T117q,1))
AT (V10211042 — T1hg ny1020q,2) + 02 AT (T100k n11020g,1 — Vit 102110g,1)
' D, (51 [020g,1, Yknt1] — S1 [51?%2, ¢k,n+1])
So [020g,1, Ykmt1] — S1 [020g,2, Ykns1]
N ATIDy (Yrng101tg,2 — T1thkn+10104,2) + 02A™ Dy (T10g 0 41010g,1 — Vhyn+101Tg,1)
<51A 1Dy (Ykn+102tg,2 — Thtbg nt1020q2) + O2A~ 1Dy (Th4bk n41020g,1 — VY 1021y, 1)>
Eq
[tg - V,00A7"] (Ykn+101Tg,2 — T1kn+1010g,2) + [t - V, 0N (Tathpe,nr1010g,1 — Yre,nr101%g,1)
([Uq -V, 01 A7 (g 41020g,2 — T10k n11020g,2) + [Ug - V, 0o AT (T10g 1y 10204,1 — ¢k,n+1a2uq,1)>
Es
(Sl [Dtﬁﬂ_}q,lﬂ/)k,nﬂ] + 51 [02%,1, Dt‘/’k,nﬂ] - 51 [Dtall_)q,vak,nJrl] - 51 [01%,2, Dﬂ/fk,nﬂ])
S [Di020g,1, Ykms1]| + S2 [020g,1, Dethg i1 | — St [De020q,2, Ykns1]| — St [020g,2, Dithknr1]
Es3
N (5'1,2 [@g, Vg,15 Yknt1] — S1,1 [Ug, Vg 2, ¢k,n+1]) _
So2 [Ug, Vg1, Yrmt1] — S1,2 [Ug, Vg2, Yhnt1]
Ey

It thus follows from Lemmas .1l B.5] [4.4] and Proposition together with some tedious but
standard calculations and a sufficiently large ag > 0 that

D A 1+%_IB o e}

|DtRynt1llv < Cﬂq+16q+l,n(ﬁ) AT Agr1le) AT EEM (N, L, Ag, £57)
< fg+10g+1,mr1 013N “M (N, L, Mg, £,1) -

And hence (526) holds at level n + 1. O

Finally, we collect the estimates for the total Newton perturbations:

~(t t
q+1 - Z wq+1 n w¢(1421 = Tl[wf]JZl] .

Lemma 5.7. For N > 0,7 € {0,1}, it holds that

1496 —a
e iinG

|Dr P e lquH oo pg M (N, Ly — 2,0, 0,1 (5.28)
- ) 5 +1)\1+115/\2+6€ o

IDF Pyl = =0ty M N Lo = 3,00, ,1), (5.29)
| DV - P, i) v S g AL M (N, Ly — 3,0, 6,1 (5.30)

with implicit constants depending on I', M, o and N. In addition, the temporal support satisfies
1 1
supp, wl);  ©  [24 (07 A2H0) T — 2D, —1 — (6 A2H0) 7L 4 27, (5.31)
1 1
UL+ (8¢ A2F0)™1 — 2D, 2 — (82 AZT0) 1 + 2T'r, .

Proof. The estimates (5.28) and (5.29) for the case r = 0 follow directly from 411, < g1 for all n, the
definition of wgil)nﬂ in (5I7), and Lemma [5.5l For the case r = 1, we note that

A ¢ 5 st _ 5 ¢
DiP_ywi)y = Py D)y + [y - V, Pyl
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D:P <7 lw(tll = Pszglbtrmz(y?-l + [ - vaszgl] 221

The commutator terms here satisfy the required estimates by using estimate (5.2)) and Proposition [A3]
along with (B.28) and (529) for the case r = 0.
Now, we verify ([B.28)) for » = 1. By definition,

q+1—2 N Xk OVE g (2, ) = VEL)

n=0 keZq,p,

which implies

?

D)) = 2 (O 1. (2, ) + Xk (D) DV g 1 (3, )
ke€Zq,

”ﬁ
)—AO

Z Z (X () r 1 (2, 1) + Kk(6)V Dyt (2, 1) = Xr(8) V0 Vg i) -
n=0keZg,

Thus, the desired estimates follow from estimate (B2 and Lemma
To prove (529) for » = 1, one notes that

th(t)1 = Dtlet(thzl = Tltht(Itﬂzl + [ﬂq ' V7T1]w((;21

Then the desired estimate follows from (5:28) and Proposition [A.6
It remains to prove ([G.30). We first write

v q+1_2 PN R

n=0keZq,n
hence

(t
DVt wl))

= 2 D1 (0exk (O AYr i1 (2,1) + Xk () AD i1 (2, 8) + Xe (B[t -V, Altpge 1 (2, 1))
n=0ke€Zq,n

and note that )
[0V, Alnia(2,t) = =Dty - Vo1 — Y, Gillg - Vithn i1

i=1
Then using Lemma and estimate (5.2)), one can get

1DV - wll) v S S AL ONEM (N, Ly — 2,0, £, 1)
Note that
DtVL ~<é 1w((1_21 = P<g 1DtVJ' z(ﬁ)-l + [’Eq . V,P<€71]VJ‘ wgl

= P<e—1DtVJ‘ _?_1 + P<e71uq VP<E—1VL f;k)—l - szq—l ( .VVE. qi)-l)

Then the estimate (5.30) follows from the estimate of D,V+ - qtzl above, (5.2), (5:28) and Proposition

A3l O

Similar to Section [5.1] we will need the following mollified velocity fields in the Nash step.
uq L= Ug + P<£ 1w((h31 = ~$£;1(P<E 1Ug + wé?l)

s = D ® _p (t)
Vg,T = Vg + szglwq+1 = Pszgl (Pseq—lvq + qurl)'
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Corollary 5.8. For N = 1,r € {0, 1}, the following estimates hold:

1
[2g,rlln < 8§ M (N, Ly — 2,0, 4,")

9> *q
~ 3,1+6 1
ligr|n S 0GAFOM (N, Ly —2, 0,0, ")
with implicit constants depending on I';, M, «, and N.

Proof. This is a simple corollary of Lemma [5.7] O

5.5 The perturbed flow and stability estimate

In this section, we present the standard stability estimate and estimates for the perturbed flow. This
subsection is very similar to that of [9] and [16].
Let ®; be the backward flow generated by g r:

05s®4(7,8) + tigr(z,s) - VO (z,8) = 0, (5.32)
Dy (x,t) = . '
The corresponding Lagraingian flow X, is given by
%f(t(a, s) = i, r(Xi(a, 5), 8), (5.33)
Xi(a,t) = au

Consistent with previous notation, we define DLF as the material derivative:
Dt,l" =0 + ﬂqyp - V.

Corollary 5.9. ([16]) For N = 0 and r € {0,1}, let ®; and X, be defined by [5:32) and (5.33), respec-
tively, for t e R. For any |s —t| < T < |igr|y ", it holds that:

|ID;V (-, 8)| v < 7 TM(N, Ly — 3, Mg, £,0), (5.34)

VX 8) v < MN, Le = 3,70, 6,1, (5.35)
with implicit constants depending on I';, M, «, and N.

Remark 5.10. It is easy to see that the condition 7,|dg |1 < A, implies Corollary 5.9l for 7 = 7.

Also, Proposition [A1] yields that | Id —V®|o < Agi1 for 7 = 74, which implies that |V®|o is bounded

independently of the parameters in the construction.

Lemma 5.11. (Stability estimate, [16]) For N = 0 and r € {0,1}, let ®; and ®; be the backward flows
of igr and Uy, respectively, as defined in (5.32) and B3). If |s —t| < 7 < (|tg,rl1 + |tgl1) ™", then

1+643+8 p—a
Sqrt ALEOABHO (-

Hag+1

[V@:(,8) = V(- 8) [ + [(VPe(,8)) = (Ve(8)) v S 7 M(N, L = 3,7, )

holds with implicit constants depending on T', M, o, and N.

6 The Nash step

6.1 Temporal mollification of the stress error

Since the estimate of transport error involves estimates on the second material derivative of the old stress
error, we need to mollify the stress along the backward flow. This subsection is standard and similar to
that of [16].
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Let )Z't be the Lagrangian flow defined through (5.33), and let p be a standard temporal mollifier. We
fix the material mollification scale as

1
_ 5§72 y—2-6
étyq—éqﬂ)\qﬂ .

Then it holds that
lig < ,uq_jl <74, for sufficiently small o > 0.

Define the regularized stresses as
e N
Ry = Ryn(X¢(z,t 4 5),t + 8)pe, ,(5) ds.
—li g

Then the following lemma holds
Lemma 6.1. ([16]) For the regularized stress Ry, and YN >0, r € {0,1,2},

ID} r Ryl N < Squtn A i A “M (1,1, g, G0 ) M (N, Ly — 2,0, 0,) . (6.1)
holds with the implicit constants depending on ', M, o and N .
6.2 The Nash perturbation and the ASM-Reynolds system at the (¢ + 1)

stage
In this section, we define the (¢ + 1) Nash perturbation and derive the ASM-Reynolds system at the
(g + 1)*" stage.
First, define the amplitude functions (similar to (13)
1
g kn = Aq+10 11, XKTVE kom0 (6.2)

where e ., is given by Section B2 as

_9 _92 ~2 _ (—m) q,n
('75(1),19,”7'75(2)7k7n7'75(3),k,n> = E(VéTg(l)ﬁvéTg(%’VéTg(/g\)) (D - —5q+1 n)
D = 0@ (1) + €P@vm (€2) + €D@Vm (¢9)
and here &)k is the backward flow of 4, starting from time ¢ = t;:

315&)1@ + ’ﬁq)r : V(T)k =0,
(I)k|t:tk = T.

To verify that ¢ k., is well-defined, one has by Lemma [6.1] and Remark [5.10] that
Ry

1+6
5Q+1;n)‘q+l

H (V(i)Tf(l), VT, V(i)Tg/@\)) _ (5(1), €@, gs\)>

HRq»”HO S Ogr1nAg " = SON"<ce

0

| <l < OXE < e

provided that ag is large enough, here C' is a constant depending only on M and constants ¢; and cs
are from Lemma B2l Thus 7¢,, is well-defined.
Now we define the Nash perturbation as

r-1
wgﬂ)l = Z Z Z 9571@7"_,_1(uq_,_l-)A_lVJ‘Pz)\qH (dﬁ,k,n COS ()\q-k—l&)k f)) . (6.3)
n=0 k€Zq,n (EF

The multiplier Pxy, ., here is defined as follows (similarly to [9]): let A = AY < A® < A®) < R?

be four annuli centered at the origin with increasing radii, such that 10¢, % € A for all £ € F. Define two
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smooth bump functions y, ¥ : R? — R, where x(z) = 1 for € A, and supp x = AM), while y(z) = 1 for
z € A® and supp ¥ € A®). For any function f : T? — R, set

Pargn o= D) XOGh R f(R)e™ e, Py, f o= ) XL k) f(k)e™ . (6.4)
keZ?2 keZ?2

Then it holds that R
Px)\,”l P@)\Hlf = P@)\Hl f

Note that the terms in the sum of (63]) have pair-wise disjoint temporal supports. Indeed, the
condition supp G¢ x,n < Xk implies that

SUPD; Ge k. N SUPP; Qny jom # & = |k —j] < 1

Then if j and %k have distinct parities, supp; ge k,n+1 N SUPD; gn.j,m+1 = & holds. Otherwise, if j = k,
Lemma [5.3] implies
SUPD; G k,n+1 O SUPD, G jm+1 # & = (§;n) = (1, m)

Then one can define new velocity fields vg4+1 and ugy1:

t
Vg1 = Vg + wgil + w((ﬁr)l,

(®) (») (6:5)

Ugr1 = ug + Tifwg (4] + Tilwg -

Hence the ASM-Reynolds system at the (¢ + 1)-th stage is satisfied with
(%vqﬂ + Ug+1 - Vvq+1 — (Vqu)T “Ug4+1 T qu+1 = div Rq+1,
with the pressure given by
Pg+1 = Pgr — Ugr w((lli)l

and the new stress R, decomposed as

Rgi1 = Ryt1,L + Rgv1,0 + Ryt1.R, (6.6)

where the linear error Ry41,1,, oscillation error R,1,0 and residual error R4 1 r are determined respec-
tively by

Ryt1,r = div™! (‘Dtyrwz(ﬁ-)l + T [’w((;i)l] Vg1 — (VﬁqJ)T T [’w((;i)l] + (Vﬂq)F)T . wl(ﬁ)l) ,
T
div Ryy1,0 = div Syp + Ti[w®), ] - Vo), - (waj;)l> Ty [w®)],
Ryi1.r = Ryr + Pyyrr + div™} <T1 [wPL] - V(vgr — Tgr) — (Vogr — Vigr) - Th [wffjl])
T
+ divil ((’u,qyr - ’lj,qyr) . Vwé’jr)l - (ngi)l) . (’U,qj - ’INJ,q)F)> .
Note here that w((;zl, Ty [w((;zl], R4, and S, r have temporal supports contained in
[~2 4+ (G2 A240) "1 = 2D7, —1 — (62A240) "1 4 207, U [1 4+ (02 A2*0)"L — 2P, 2 — (03 A2*9)~1 4 2D'r, .

This implies that w((ﬁr)l, Ty [w((zi)l], and thus vg41, Ug+1, and 41 also have temporal supports contained

in the above set by (6.3]). Moreover, for any « > 0, there exists a large enough constant ag > 0, depending
on «, b, and S, such that

B2 NN T+ 2T (0 AP TIAY < (B8 AT

This implies that ([Z9) holds with ¢ replaced by ¢ + 1.
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6.3 Estimates on the Nash perturbation

We start with collecting estimates on the amplitude functions of the Nash perturbation by the same
argument as for Lemma [5.4

Lemma 6.2. For N > 0,r € {0, 1}, a¢ k., defined in (63) the following estimate holds:

HD:,Fd&kaN < 5 )‘q+lﬂg+1M (N, Ly -3, )\q,ﬁq ) (6'7)

~ Yg+1,n
where the implicit constants depend on I';, M, o, and N.
Next, one can estimate the perturbations w((li)l and wé?l and fix the constants My and M in Propo-

sition 211

Lemma 6.3. For VN € {0,1,..., L,}, there exists a constant My > 0 depending only on 8 and L such
that

1
il < s ModE ANy, T[]l < 3 Mok AEAN,, (6.8)
and, thus,
1
Hw((zﬁ-)l +wq+1HN M06q+1)\q+17 HTl[ q+1] +Tl[ q+l]HN < M06q2+ ;-t(l;)‘q-i-l (6-9)

(») ()
q+ q+1-

First recalling (6.3), w, Jr)l is localized at frequencies ~ Agy1, thus there exist constants C; and C»
depending only on 8 and L such that

Proof. Since T is (1 + ¢)-order operator, it suffices to estimate w,_/, and w

1/2 1/2
Jwiy v < CIAYS! 5P [ge il ko < CrCady A1 < 5 Mody N,
9 7"

where, MO = 20102.
1
Next, by the Lemma 5.7 and pq41 = 5q+1)\1+3 )\;If‘ As%1, one can obtain

Og1 g 192l N A1) ? iy _ 1
qu+1HN ~ quq+1 ~ 5q2+1 (;\—q> ()‘ )‘q+1)2 < §M 6q+1)‘q+1
for a sufficiently large choice of ag and one has used the fact that § < 0. O

Finally, we will show that the estimates (2.8) and ([Z7) hold at level ¢ + 1 and verify the validity of
EID.

Lemma 6.4. For N € {1,..., L,}, the following estimates hold:
lvg+1ln < M5q+1 g1 gy < M5;+1/\éi‘1s>\q+1v (6.10)

lvg+1 — vgllo + )\q+lH (Vg1 —vg)|1 < 2]\4(5;4-1 (6.11)

Proof. (6.I1) follows directly from (@3). Also, if ag is chosen sufficiently large, (@9) implies that
qu+1HN quHN + qu+1 + wq+1HN M5 >‘N + M05q+1/\q+1 M5q+1 g+1>

+ || T ) + T (p) <M6%)\1+5)\N+M6% ALEOAN M(S% ALFOAN
lugriln < lugln + [T1[w q+1] 1[wq+l]HN\ q g q 00g 41N +1%g+1 g+1 Mg +1 M +1>
O
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6.4 Estimates for the new Reynolds-stress R,
6.4.1 Estimates for the linear error R,.1,1

Recall

Ryar o= div™t (Dyral)y )+ div™ (T4 [wlf), | Fogr = (Vi) T [l | + (Vi) - o))

transport error Nash error
To set up, we first give some estimates on material derivatives.

Lemma 6.5. For VN > 0,r € {0, 1}, the following estimates hold:

A () g1 016" 1
D¢, v 8 —————py  yM (N, Ly — 4,0, £, 1) (6.12)
Hq+1
| D rViigr|n < 6 A M (N, Ly — 4,7, 0, 1), (6.13)
|DerV (V5 Bgr) v < 0 A0 M (N, Ly — 5,7, 4, ") (6.14)
~ 1 _ _
| D7 pag kv < 6201 nAgs1kge1ly g M (N, L — 4,7, 0,1 (6.15)

here implicit constants depend on I'; M, and N.

Proof. The estimates on D} e rn can be established similarly as for Lemma 4.7 from [16] and thus it

suffices to prove (6.12), (6.13) and (6.14).

Set 0y r = —V* - 9, r and 6, = —V* - 9,. Then
DyrV (V4 o,r) = -V (Dt,péq,p) + ViV, r
Rewrite the first term on the right hand side of above as

~V (Durfyr) = =V (Dify) =V (DV* - Ppwll) ) =V (Pgmritll), - V8,
and note that (53) implies
|V (Diby)] y < 8qAg "M (N, L — 3,0, £,") .
Using Corollary (5.8 and Lemma [5.7] one can conclude that

‘|Vﬁq1FV9~q7FHN < Hﬁq,FHN+1H6q7FH2 + ‘|ﬂq7FH1Hf’q,FHN+2 < 5q)‘3+6M (Na Ly —4, /\qvégl) )

5 ~(t o 5 ~ ~ - ~ ~
\|P5g;1w((1+)1 “VOgr|ni1 S \|P5g;1wé+)1\|N+1\|Uq,F |2 + |\P54;1w¢(1+)1Hol\vq,rHN+3
Sqr1 At o ATON LT

Hq+1
< O ATOM (N, Ly — 5,7, 4,1

<oz M (N, Ly = 5,20, 07")

HDtVJ— . ﬁsé‘;lwétllHNJrl < 5q+1)\2A;I<15€;O¢M (Na Lt - 35 At]a&;l)
< O ATTOM (N, Ly — 3,7, £, 1)

hence (G.14) holds.
Next, note that

~ ~ B _ N ~ ”’ ~(t ~
Dy,rViigr = DiViig + DiP_yviigin + Popriil) - Vi r,

DyVig = DyVTi[v,] = —DiTi[VAT'VY0,] = ~Ti VATV (D,0,) — [, - V, i VATV,
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Then the desired estimate (6.13) follows from Corollary B8, Lemmas [5.7] [5.1] and Proposition [AL6l
It remains to prove ([GI2)). Note that

q+1 = Z Z Xt (O nt1(x, ),

n=0keZq »

-1
Dty = T (0 vkns (@) + Xu(t) Dithinsa (w,1)) -

n=0keZq
Then (6.12) follows from Lemma O
Now we estimate the transport error.

Lemma 6.6. It holds that

o)
o A 1+$
Jaiv Dol < 0,005 (24 ) ML ¥V =0, (6.16)
q
. A\ s
HDt,F le Dt quJrlHN < f 15q+1)\(11jrr(1; (/\ il> )\4a1)\q+1, V N = 0 (617)
q
with implicit constants depending on I';a, M and N.
Proof. First , direct computations give
diV71Dt7pw§Zjﬁ_)1
= CliVi1 Dt,f‘ Z gf;k,n+1A_leP%>\q+1 (df,k,n COS()‘qﬁ-l&)k ' 5))
&k
=div't Y ATIVEP,, (f)t,r(gﬁ,k,nﬂds,k,n)COS()\q+1‘T>k -5))
&k
T
+ diV_l Z [Dt,f‘u AilePz)\qul] (gﬁ,k,n+ldﬁ,k,n COS()‘q-f-l&)k : 5))7
&,k,n
T2

where one has used bt7p&>k = 0.
Note that the operator div™ ' A='V+ is of order —2, one can get

Ty v < AV sup (a+1l@e kmllo + | Derag knlo)-

k) 7"

Since @4 r is localized to frequencies < ¢!, thus one has

~ q )

Ty = div™! Z 16@,\,,+1 [f)t,r,A_IVLPz,\qH] (gg,k,nﬂ@g,k,n cos(Ag+1®s '5)) ;
& kn

where Py, is defined in (G4). Then we can use Proposition A7 to get
|72l v < AZS%IVag.rlo sup flasnlo.
&k
which implies

| div™! Dy |v < AW sup (ptg+1]annllo + | Derae pnlo + [Vigr|olae nlo)

k) 7"

o\

146 a da

S 0g+12g11 (/\ ) N1 Aq 41
q+1
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and hence (G.I6) holds.
It remains to prove (GI7). Direct computations show

Dyrdiv! Dyrwl)y = [Der,div VEAT Pay, ] Y Der(gekniifenn) cos(hg1y - €)
&,k.n
T11
+ div! A_lePN)\ﬁl Z D?ﬁr(g§7k7n+lagﬁkﬁn) COS()\qul(I)k . 5)
& kn
iz
+ [Dtﬁp, diV_l p%)\tﬁl][[)tfa AilePN)\ﬁl] Z g£1k1n+1a§7k7n COS()\qul(I)k . 5)
&.kn
To1
+div? Pixg Dir[Dyr, A_lePm,\qH] Z 9¢,ken+10¢ kb, COS(Ag41 P - €)
& kn
Tiz

By [A.6] the first three terms can be treated as

| Tyl n < A Vi

o),

|Thall v < AN sup (121 ]ae kmlo + tas1|Deraekmlo + |1DF racknlo),
sKk,n

lo + | De.rae i,

lo sup (pg+1]ae kn
&k,n

[EESY IS /\évffl\Vﬂq,rH%gszp lag k.nlo-
sk,

It remains to estimate T5>. Note that

Ty = diV115z,\q+1[[Dt,F,[Dt,F,A_IVLquH]] Z 9¢,k,n+10¢ kn COS(Aq+1§)k -§)
&,k
T22
+Higr - V, ATV Py, 1 Y. Dirlgerint1Gekn) cos(Agi1®x '5)-]-
&k.n

The second term above can be estimated by using Proposition [A.7] as before. For the first term, direct
computations yield

—div? P@)\q+1j’122 = div? szqﬂ |:2Dt7pA_1VJ‘Pz>\q+1 Z Dt,F(gﬁ,k,n-ﬁ-l d571€7n) COS()\q+1 (I)k <€)
&k

ATV Per,y Y DEr(ekmi1de kn) cos(Ag 1 Px - €)
&.kn

7D?7FA_1VLPQ)W+1 Z gf,k,nJrlag,k,n COS()\qul‘I)k . f)]
§&kn

= diV_1 Pmkq+1 [2A1VJ—P%>\¢;+1 Z D?,F(g€7k7n+1d57k7n) COS()‘q-i-l&)k : 5)
&,kn

+2[iig,r, ATV Pan, ] D) Dir(ge km1de kn) c05(Ag41 P - €)
&,k,n

ATV Por, D) DEr(gekint 1t nn) c0s(Ag 1 D - )
¢kn

—DIr ATV Py, D) Gekintale ko c05(Ag 1P '5)-]'
&.kn

T22
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The first three terms above can be estimated by using Proposition [A.7] as before. While the last term
can be estimated by using Lemma to get

AilVlP@)\qH Z 9¢,k,n+10¢ k,n COS()‘IH-I(I)I@ 5)
&.kn
= 1
(Vo) 5)

= I R e ——
EZ Nort (VIR

ag n SIL(Ag1 Pk - €) + Ge fynt10Gg e 7 TS

where dag i, is lower-order term compared to A;jld&km and is explicitly given in Lemma [C3] and the
estimate for dag i, is given by Lemma Thus we have

diV_l pz)\ TQQ

q+1

_ L
) ) (VE1)7¢)
= diV_1 P%Aﬁl Z Dip —9g¢kn+1

W&é,k,n sin(/\q+1&>k O+ Df}r (ge kn+10G¢ k.n) eita+1Pr-€
&kon q+1 k

Hence this term satisfies the same estimates as 732, which is in fact the largest term. Thus the proof is
completed. o

‘We now consider the Nash error. recall that
RN —div™ (7 [wlf), | - 9,0 = (T,0)" T [wll), | + (Vi) - wll),)

—div™! ((V*+0) T[] + (Tigr)” -l )

and -
-1
Tlwfh ] =V Y, D0 Y gerast (Hgs1) LA Pay, (a&kﬁn cos </\q+1q’k 5)) '
n=0keZgy,n EEF
::Wq(i)l
Hence

RN — iy ™ (4 20) Ta[wf) 14 + (Vi) ), )
= div? ((vL Tqr) VW, 4 (Viigr)” wfj;)l)
—d -1 \V/ vJ_ 5 W(P) -V vJ_ Y W(p) Vil T (p)
v ( U%F) q+1 ( ”qﬁF) a1t (Viig,r) We i1

The first term above can be absorbed into the pressure pq;1, the estimates for the second and third
terms are as follow,

Lemma 6.7. The following estimates

Hdiv—l (v (VL 0,r) Wq(i)l)HN < G ALt </\ji1)2 ’ ANy, YN =0, (6.18)
~ ) A\
HDW div™ (v (V4 1) Wq@l) S e N (A ql) AN, VN >0, (6.19)
e
div™" (Vi) ) ] S A (Ajil) AN, VN >0, (6.20)
B ) T A 24+6—08
HDt,F div™ ((vaq,p) wq’fl) NET U (AqL) AN, YN0 (6.21)

hold for implicit constants depending on I',;ac, M and N.

50



Proof. Note that 04 is localized to frequencies < f;l & Ag41. This implies

aiv (Vo) wf)| = [aiv Pos, (Vo)™ )|

S A Sup e .n o Via.rlo,
and thus ([620) holds.
Next, we write
Doraiv (Vi) wf) = [Duraiv Pos, ) (V)" - uif))
T
+div? szqﬂ Dt,l‘ ((Vﬁq,F)T ’ t(1+)1)
T2

~ ~ T ~
Ty = div! Pyy, ((Dt,pvaq,r) wg+>1> +div! Poy,, (Vi) Dirw?),)

This, together with [A7] yields

~ o _ T
Dura (Vi w) | = AR (DurVigrloluilo + 1Drrufhloliarlh + 1V rl3luilo)
N
Then (G21)) follows from Lemmas [6.13] and
The estimates (6.I8) and (619) can be proven similarly by using ([@.14) and Lemma [6.61 O

6.4.2 Estimates of R,y 0

Recall that
div Ryi1,0 = div Syr + Ta[wl 15 (V5 - wlf), ).

As in the standard convex integration scheme, the main idea here is to use the low frequency part of the
quadratic term above to cancel the stress. To be more specific, set

1 _
— N 1aE k  VOLEQVM (VOLE)

Ag kyn = 1

_ 1 }
Agkn 1= 4)‘q+1% k, VoL ERVin (V¢f§)

and N
wép,l n = gekm+1A7 Pax (dg,k,n cos(Ag+1Pk '5)) -

Since {ge kn+10¢ k.n Je,k.n have pair-wise disjoint supports, we can use the bilinear microlocal Lemma[CT]
to compute

i)t (v wl) = 3 TVl 1 ((-a)wf),)

&,k,n

1
— div ( S g2 n+14Aq+}aE L VO @V (vq> g) + 62 pns10Bek n) +5V ( 3 Tl[wyfl](A)wgf’;J ,
& kn

( Yon [wéﬁ](A)wéﬁim)
& kn

l\D|P—‘

. 2 N 2
= div ( Z ggﬁkﬁnJrlAf,k,n + gf,k,nJrl(Svak ")
&kn

2 q+1V<Z G k1@ i (VL E100m(VELE) + (VOL €)202im (V] 5)))

& kn

o1



where the error term 0B i, ,, is given in the proof of Lemma and the last term can be absorbed into
Pq+1- Thus we have derived

Ti[w (p)] (VL q+1)+d1v5qp—dw2ggan(Ag;m Agkn)—i—dlegganéngn
&,k &kn

+%V(Z T [w? (-2, + Aq+1g£kn+1a5kn(<vé£§> OR(VBLE) + (VO €)200m (VD] 5)))

&kn

which yields the following explicit formula for the oscillation error:

2 1 2
Ry1.0 = . 92 kni1 (Aekn — Ackm) + Y Gepns10Bekm -
&,k &k

flow error main oscillation error
Then the following estimates hold:
Lemma 6.8. For N > 0,r € {0,1},

IDf Ag kol S SqprmAgiimg i M (N, Ly — 3, X, £, )

holds true with implicit constants depending on I', M, «, and N.
Moreover the difference A¢ .n — Ag kn Satisfies

- 52 )\25+2)\3+6
|Ag o — A knllo 5 1 : (6.22)
Hg+1

52 )\25+2>\3+5
+1 1
< et NN, YN =0,
Hq+1

% Gen(Aekn — Ackn)
&k,n

N

Dir > 62 pn(Aeckn — Ackn)
Eon

pS Mq+16q+l)\q+1)‘ v, YVN=0
N

with implicit constants depending on I', M, N and «.

Proof. The proof is similar to that for Lemma 5.8 and Lemma 5.9 of [9] where one can use Corollary (5.9
and Lemmas (5.4, B.1T] 6.1] and to modify that proof and the details are omitted here. O

Lemma 6.9. The following estimates for the main oscillation errors,

~ A
r §
HDt,F (gg,k,n+16357/€7") HN < 5q+1)‘é11 /\ 1 Mq+1)‘q+17 VN = 0,re {07 1}7

- B 1 A _
HDt,F (gﬁz,k,nﬁ-laaquqn) HN < 5q2+1/\q+1 TLM (Tv 15 :U’qulagt,;) /\(]1V+15 VN 0 re {O 1 2}

hold with implicit constants depending on n, I'; M, and N.

Proof. The proof of first estimate is similar to that for Lemma 5.10 in [9] and the second estimate is
similar to the one for Proposition 4.6 in [21] where one will need Corollaries 5.8 and 5.9 and Lemmas
and to modify that proof, the details are omitted. O
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6.4.3 Estimates of R,y r
Recall that

Ryv1,r =Ryr + Pyi1r + div™! (T1 [w((;i)l] (VL (vg,r ﬁq,r)) + (ugr — ﬁq,p)J‘ (VL -w((zi)l

Pyiir = div™ (Tl[ wl) 1+ (VL (<1t+1>> + R, — Ry,
+ div? (Tl[ 5;21] (VJ‘ (vg — ﬁq)) + (ug — ﬁq)L (VJ' wé?l)) .
Then we estimate these errors separately:

Lemma 6.10. The final gluing error can be estimated as

. . A l+3
Dt Rurl < it (£22) AL YN 20 e 0,1},
q

with implicit constants depending on I', M, N and «.

Proof. We consider first the case r = 0. Recall that

)\ (1+2‘TL§*5)F A 1+%
q q
=t () e ()
Ag+1 Ag+1

Then Proposition implies

wlon

Y 1+
|Ryrln < dgrAid <A il) ANy, N=o.
q

For the case r = 1, direct computations yield
DyrRyr = DiRyr + Psgglwg‘ﬁl VR

Then Proposition [5.6] implies that the first term above satisfies

o\t
= 1+6 q N
HDth,FHN < Mq+16q+l)‘q+1 ()\ +1) )‘q+1
q

While Proposition and Lemma [5.7] yield

HPe 1wq+1 VRgr

v S 1Py B v Ry + 1P <o 2B o Ry | v+

S ANl o (A T
< q'uqul Nq+15q+1)\qil ()\qil) )‘q+1
Then the desired estimate follows from
146 -
5q+1)\q11)\3+5€ <1
:uq+1
Lemma 6.11. The following estimate holds
~ )\3+6)\2(1+5)52 I 2a
1D;paiv" (Tafwl, - (T4 wlf))) Iy s S0, n AN, ¥ N 207 (0,1,

:uqul

with the implicit constants depending on I'; M and N.
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Proof. For the case r = 0, direct computations show that

q+1 = Z wq+1 ntl = Z Z Xk (t V Vin+1 = VL'QZJQ.H,

n=0keZq ,

q+l - Z Z Xk wk n+1-

n=0 k€Zq,n,
By the argument for Lemma and the notations in Lemma .3 we can actually get
Tl 1 (Vi) = Tive] ((-a)e,)
= oV (T (Ca0h ) + 5 (RIvavs), - 1wl av),)

=AT[$), w0

l\D|P—‘

Note that since div™' V and div™" A are zero-order operator, while T} is (1 + §)-order operator. Then
we can use Lemmas [.3] and to conclude

Jaiv™ (Tafwi - (V5w ) ) Iy < (Tl (Av) ) v + 1T 60 lixsa

H1/Jq+1HN+1+5+aH1/)q+1H2+a + qu+1 [1+6+a H1/Jq+1HN+2+a

3+612(149) ¢2 2a
)\ )‘q+1 5q+1£ \N
q+1

:uq+1

To estimate the material derivative, we rewrite
-Dt,F diVﬁ1 (Tl [w ] (VL qi)-l))

= 5l Vv 9] (T[] (8040)) + 5 div 9 (1Dl (A1)

b5 vV (g 0,10l (80i) + Talw ] (D ) + Tl - ¥, ATl
+%pﬂq, @), -V div- 1v( EDEAIN z/qu)

— 5 (A ATIDW) 0] + div Tt AT[0 Dl + div ™ ASofiag, v, w1

%[uq V,div™ 1/\] [w +1a¢q+1] 1 Sty 1“71(111 levilAT[w(‘”’%‘”]

where Splu, ¢, ] = u-VT[p,¢] — T[u-V, ] — T[o,u- V)] is given by Lemma L5l Then the desired
estimate follows from Lemmas 5.1 [6.5] and Proposition together with some tedious but standard
calculation. o

Lemma 6.12. The spatial mollification error admits the following estimates

a1 AN
IRy — Ryolln < 71Aq+1, Ne{0,1,..,Lg}, (6.24)
q+
~ Sgri AN,
Dir(Ry — Ryo)|n < prop1 —22at1IMO\N N e 0,1, ..., L), 6.25
s q q, q )\ 1 q+1
q+

with the implicit constants depending on I'; M, N and «.

Proof. The proof is similar to that for Lemma 5.12 in [9], one needs Lemma [5.1] and Proposition [A2] to
modify that proof. The details are omitted. O
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Finally it remains to estimate the following errors:
div™ (Ti[w{1H (T4 (g — 7)) + (g — )" (T4l )) = div™ AS Tl vy — 5]

div™? (Tl [w¢(1+)1] (VJ‘ (vg,r — 17q11“)) + (ugr — ﬁqﬁp)l (VL ~w((£r)1)) = div ' AS[w ((Iﬁ)l,vq r — Ogr] -
where S’ is defined in (£3).
Lemma 6.13. Forre {0,1}, N € {0,1,..., Lj,)}. The following estimates

A 2+3 -8
1D rdiv AS [wl!) 1 vy — Tyl v < GgraALES (AqL) TP (6.26)
o B A VP,
It i AS Tt~ oarlly < Gt (52 ) s (627
q

hold with implicit constants depending on I', M, N and c.
Proof. We consider first ([6.26) for the case r = 0. For N < L, — 2, Proposition [A:2] gives

N

v = Bgllx < Llvgln 12 < 6F

/\
Then using Lemmas[5.7, E7 and noting that div™" A is a zero-order operator, one has for that N < L, —4,

| div™t AS [wg vy = TalIna S IS/ [0y, v = Bl vva

I\wq+1|\N+1+5+aqu — Tglla + 0§21 l1+s+allvg — ol vsa

+ qu+1HN+aHUq = Vgl 14+5+a + qu+1H lvg = VgIN+1+6+a

1+6 —
<5% )‘q Aa6q+l)\q+1)\ [ )\N
DY q q+1
q+1 Hg+1
\ 2+2357
sanntt(22) T M
q

Thus the desired estimate follows from Lr < L, — 4.
Next, we prove ([6.26) for » = 1. Rewrite

Dy rdiv™ 1AS’[ q+1’ — Tg)
= P}, Vdiv™ 1AS’[ w1 vg — ) + [g, div A1 [wlh) | vy — 5]

Eq Es
+divT AS (D)) vy — 5] + div T AS [wll)), Dy (v — )]
E:Z Eq4

+diV71A( -VS'[w q+1=”q g — S'[q - qu+lvvq q] — S'[w q+1=uq V(Uq_ﬁq)])-

~—

Es

For N < L, — 5, one can use Lemma [5.7] to estimate E; as

|B|n+a S 1Pep @iy [vsal STl s v = Balliva + [ Pepr @31 ol [wd1, vy = 8] w4140

- LDVt D AL e FY LD VD W

5z 4 Ay Aq AN
Hq+1 ! Agt1 Ha+1 at
s (A 2+2 -8
< 6q+l)‘éil (/\ il> Mq+1)\év+1
q
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For N < L, — 4, noting that div A~! is zero-order operator, one can use Proposition [A.6] to estimate E»
as
1B v 1o S ITglns14al §'[wf1,vg = Bllla + gl 14allS wi?, vg = Talln+a

< 5 >\2+5Aa52 q )\aanrl/\qul)\nga

q
Ag+1 Hg+1

A 2+22 -

1496 q N

b3 5‘1+1)\q+1 ()\ ) /’LQ+1)\q+1
q+1

Next, for F3: for N < L, — 4, one can use Lemma [5.7 to get

AgAg

|Bs N+ < 18" [Dewl) 1, vq — B] ]
_ = t _
< [Dewl?) Iv+1461alvg — lla + [ Dol itsvallvg — Bl nsa

+ 1Dew)y |5 +allvg — Talisssa + 1 D10l lallvg = Tl 414540

A LD VRSP Wi
< 52 q /\a q+ TP
! Agr1 ! Hq+1 et
A \2tE-8
é
< 6q+1)‘;il ()\ _7_1) Mq+1)\¢]1v+1
q

Next, we estimate Ey. Set 6, = —V* v, and v, = —V+A~19,. Then D,0, = —V+ - div R, and one can
rewrite

D, (Vg = Vg) = Dt (vg — Vg) — (uq — Uq) - V (vg — Vg)

Dy ATIVEP, 10y — (ug — Ug) - V (vg — Tg)

AP 1Dyl — [ug -V, ATIVEP 110, — (ug — i) -V (vg — Tg)

= ATIWEP VT div Ry — [ug -V, ATIVEP 0, — (ug — ) -V (vg — Tg)

= ATV div(Ry — Ryo) = [ug - V,ATIVEPL 110, — (ug — 1) -V (vg — Tg)

Thus for N < Lg — 4, we can use the inductive assumptions (2.8), (Z.6) and (2.7]), Proposition [A.2] and
Lemma [A 4 to get

HDt (Uq - T’q) I~

< Gl Ryllvs + €57V luglvgll2 + €7 lugll2fvgls

s A A A\
SR LSRR, jl + 0 AT il + 5 AT (A il)
q q

<5>\2+5 Aq éN
)‘+1

Then one can conclude that for N < L — 4,

| B v+ < 18" [wl)y, De (v — 5g)] ]
_ t = _
< [y | vsrss+alDe (v — ) o + [0y 14640l Dt (vg — Tg) |n+a

t = _ t = _
+ wiy v val Di (vg = Tg) 11510 + [wiislal Di (vg — Tg) [N 14540

A PR VAED Wi
<6 ,\2+5)\ a ,\@}MLMHAQH
q+1 /’Lq+l
e X TR
q
AP (/\ +1> Pa+1Ag41
q
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Next, we estimate Es5. Using notations in (£H]) and direct computations yield

g VS [l vg = 1| = 8 [y Vs v = ] = 8 [l g ¥ (0 - 1)

[ig - V. 1871 (w41 = 7, >T1wq+1 — w02 — 9y2))

B <[uq-V,81A_1] ((vg2 = o) Tawlf ! + w2 T (04, — g )))

N <[ﬁq -V, 0A 1] ((qu — T 1) 1wl E + Wi T (vg.2 — Ty ))
) )

[tg -V, 02A71] ((Uqﬁ — Ug,2 leqt+)12 - wt(zt-o)-l T (vg,1 — Vg1

. - (t),1 - - (t),2
(Sl [tg, vg,1 — g1, Wyt1 ]+ S1ltg, vg,2 — g2, Wqt1 ])

- - (t),1 . - (t),2
Sa[tg, Vg1 — Vg1, Wot1 |+ S2[tg,vq,2 — Vg2, Wat1 ]

Then using the fact that div™' A, ;A= and d,A~! are zero operator, Proposition [A.0] and the trilinear
estimates Lemma [£.5] , we conclude that for N < L, — 5, it holds that

1Bslsa < g - VS [wlihy vy =, | = " [t Vooly, vy = v, | = 8 [0yt V (0 = 2) | Ivsa

_ t _ _
Y ladvsarae (loflvisosalve = Galvgra + 05 Inevalvg = Bglng1vo+a)
(N1,N2,N3)eN

_ t _
gl vz (1021 v valltg = Bylngra)
1496
5q+1)\‘1+1A by 0‘52 q )\04)\1+5A
Hq+1 A gr1 1 ot

< Og+1A 1] (/\ +1> Ha+1Ag41
q

1
SOFNTONG

Hence ([6:26]) holds by the condition L; < min{L, — 5, Lg — 4}.
Finally, the proof of estimate for (G.27)) is almost the same as that for (6.26]), except that we need

to apply Corollary 5.8 and Lemmas [6.3] to control w((zﬁ)l, Vg0 — Ugr. Here we omit the details and
conclude the proof. O

6.5 Estimates of the total Reynolds stress error R, ;

Note that Lemma [6.4] shows that the inductive assumptions (Z6]), (Z7) and 2ZII) holds at level ¢ + 1.
Thus it only remains to shows (28] holds at level ¢ + 1. We denote

Dt,q-ﬁ-l =0y + Ug+1 * V.
Corollary 6.14. The following estimates hold:
|Rys1ll v < Sqea g LoNN52*, YN €{0,1, ..., Lr}, (6.28)
|Degi1 Rysr||v < 0qraAE30M 2 NZEAN 20 YN € {0, 1, ..., Ly} (6.29)

Proof. We can collect the estimates for Rq11,1, Rq+1,r, Rg+1,0 obtained before together to get

by 1+3 A 2+6—-p A 52 26+2)\3+§
e () e ) ) B,

Ag+1 Ag+1 q+1 Hq+1

145 [ Mg 1+%4 145 [ _Aq =5 N

< Gqia Ay oA ¥, VN €{0,1,2,.., Lg}
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1+% 1+% 4o
AT

1
by choosing a sufficiently small in terms of b, 3, and here one has used the fact that yg11 = 5;“ g+1 o}

and
20 . (6 ONb+1 3(1+8)b—24¢
[3<1+§, ﬂ<mln{§+<1+§> % " 3(26— 1) }

It remains to prove the material derivative estimate ([6.29) corresponding to uq11. Recall

uger = g + Ti[wiy ]+ Ti[wd] = dgr + (Twi),] = Po Ti[wi))]) + (ug — ) + Ta[w{ ]

Hence
|Dtg+1Rgs1ln S | DerRosaln + |(ug — Tg) - VRgallv
1 (Tiwfd] = Pepr Tilwd,1) - Ryl + T3 [0 ] T Ry |-

Then collecting the material derivative estimates for R, 0, Rq,r, Rq, and noting that actually the

. 1
cost of one material derivative Dy r is at most é;; = 5;“/\31‘15, one can get that for all N € {0,1, ..., L},

1
P~ 14653 248 \ N—2a
HDt,FRqHHN p3 5q+2)\q+26q+1)\q+1)\q+1

On the other hand, Proposition [A.2] and the inductive assumption (Z.6]) imply that

A
3 il A1, YN €e{0,1,..., L, —2}.
q

lig — ugln < Clluglnse S YN < 612N

Thus for N < Ly, it holds that

[(@g = uq) - VRgia|n

A

Hﬂq - uqHNHRq-*—lHl + Haq - uqHOHRq-O-IHN-k—l

1/2 y146 55 4245\ N
5q+2)‘q+26‘1 AgAgt

A

1/2 \144 53 {246y N—20
ST AEL PP T

Also one can use Proposition and Lemma [5.7] to get
1T [wilhy | = Pegn 1 [l |) - VRl
t 5 t t = t
<173 [0 | = P [l | Il Raall + 173 [, | = Pegn Ty [, | lol Ryl

145y 246 p—a
< 6q+1/\¢I+1)\q gq )\‘1 A +151/2 )\1+6AN—2a
~ q +2 +2 +1
Hg+1 Ag+1 e

1/2 \146 ¢35 246y N—2«
< 2
~ 6q+2)‘q+25q+1)‘q+1 )‘q+1

Finally, we use Lemma to get

|71 [w))] - VRyia |

A

I [w8 )| v Rgsal + [T [wF 1o Ry v

1/2 \146 53 12+ \N—2a
5q+2/\q+25q+1/\q+1)‘q+1

A

A Standard toolbox for the convex integration

In this section, we collect some standard tools for the convex integration scheme. We first collect estimates
for solutions to the transport problem

{8tf+u-Vf=g, (A1)

f’t:to = f07
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Proposition A.1. [2, Proposition B.1] Assume that |t — to||lu]1 < 1. Any solution f to (A satisfies

£l < Iollo + / l9(,7)odr,

18 < 2(1folla + / 9C,)odr),

for a €[0,1]. More generally, for any N > 1 and a € [0,1),
[f(D)]N+a < [foln+a + |t = tol[u]nralfo]r + /t (oG, Pvsa + (t = Duln+alg(, 7)) dr,

where the implicit constant depends on N and «. Consequently, the backwards flow ® of u starting at
time to satisfies
| D®(- 1) —1d[o < [t - tol[ulx,

[®(-,t)]n < |t — to][u]ln, YN =2.

Proposition A.2. [5, Lemma 2.1] Let ¢ be a symmetric mollifier with [ ¢ = 1. For any smooth function
f, the estimate
If = fxeeln < fIns2, YN=0

holds with implicit constant depending only on N.

Proposition A.3. [16, Proposition A.3] Let ¢ be a standard mollifier. Then, for any f,g € C*(T?) and
N>Mz>0,

I1(f9) * de = (f * de)(g * Do) In < VM| flarsallgls + 1 £ gl are1),

where the implicit constant depends only on N and M.

Lemma A.4. [13, Lemma A.6] For any N = 0, it holds that
[[ue -V, ATV P ]H |y < 7N Vulo| VH o.

Proposition A.5. [2, Proposition A.1] Let ¥ : Q — R and u : R™ — Q be two smooth functions, with
Q c RN, Then, for any m € N\{0}, there exists a constant C = C(m, N,n) such that

[V o ulm < C([U]1|Dullm—1 + [ DY [m—1[ul]").

Proposition A.6. [2, Proposition D.1] Let a€ (0,1), N =0 and u € CN*® be a vector field. Let Tk be
a Calderon-Zygmund operator with kernel K. Then the estimates

I[w-V, Tl fINta S |ulival flnta + | Nv1eal flos
I[w-V,T1]fIN+a S [ulival fInsir6+a + [ulnriral fllivsta + |ul2sssal fIna + [ Ni2rsral fllas
vV, Tk T1]fn+a S |uliral flnsiesta + vl viival flivsta + [vlorsral flvra + lulvrersral fla

hold for any f € CNT, with implicit constant depending on o, N, K.

Proof. the first estimate holds due to proposition D.1 in [2] and the third estimate follows from the
first and second estimates, the second estimate is actually a bi-linear Fourier multiplier estimate, which
can be proven in the same way as the tri-linear Fourier multiplier estimate Lemma and actually is
simpler. O

Proposition A.7. [J, Lemma A.6] Let s € R, A > 1, and let Tk be an order s convolution operator
localized at length scale ™. That is, Tk acts on smooth functions f as

ﬂd@F=WK@V@*w@
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for some kernel K : R2 — R that obeys
2*TP K (@) 1 azy < AP+

for all 0 < a,|b] < 1 and some implicit constants C = C(a,b). Then, for any smooth function f : T?> — R?
and smooth incompressible vector field u : T?> — R2, it holds that

[[u-V, Tk]fllo < A*[Vauloll flo-

B Fourier analysis

B.1 Littlewood-Paley theory

In this section we recall some basic and standard Littlewood-Paley theory and will cite the notations and
lemmas in [9]:

Let d > 2 and ¥ : R — R be a smooth, spherically-symmetric function such that supp < Bs /2(0)
and ¢(x) = 1 for all x € B1(0). For j > 0, denote

WO =v(5) - v(55):

Also let Yo : RN\{0} — R be a smooth, compactly supported function satisfying xo(¢) = 1 for all
€ € supp xo. Set x;(&) = x0(277¢) for j = 0. Then, for f : T — R, we define the Littlewood-Paley

projections . _
Ajf = xi(k)f(k)e™ ™, j =0,
kezd

and R
A_if = f(0).
It will be notationally convenient to extend the definition to all j € Z by
Ajf=0Vj<-1
We will also use the low frequency projections:
k £ ik-x
Sif =Y Aif =) ¢(§)f(k)€ he,
i<j kez?
It is not difficult to verify that for all f € C®(T9), the following properties hold:
o flx) =27 1 Ajf(x) = F(0) + X720 A f();
. suppA/j\f < Z% ~ (Bags+1(0)\Bgi-1(0)), for all j = 0;
o AjA,f =0, whenever |j — k| > 1.

Definition B.1. T is said to be a Fourier multiplier operator of order s € R if

Tf(z)= ), mlk)f(k)e™,

keZd\{0}
for a multiplier m € C®(R%\{0}) which is s-homogeneous.

Lemma B.2 (Lemma B.2. [9]). Let f € C®(T?) and T be an operator of order s € R. Then, it holds
that _
ITA; flo = 2714 fllo,

with an implicit constant depending only on the operator T'.

60



Remark B.3. Similar scaling arguments can be used to show that

1A fln < [ flw, Vi=-1,N=0;

1Siflln < [fln, ¥i=—-1,N>0.

The following corollary is an immediate consequence of Lemma
Corollary B.4 (Corollary B.4. [9]). The following estimates
12 fln < 2%7]A flo,

[AA; fllo < 2785 flo < IAA; £lo,

hold for all f € C*(T4).

Lemma B.5 (Lemma B.5. [9]). Let 0 < o < 1. There exists a constant C' > 0, depending only on a,
such that

1 ,
clfla < sup 2%|A;fllo < Clf|a, (B.1)
j=—1
for all f e C*(T9).
As a corollary, the standard estimate for 0-homogeneous operators follows.

Corollary B.6 (Corollary B.6. [9]). Let 0 < o« < 1 and T be a Fourier multiplier operator of order 0.
Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 depending on T and « such that

ITfla < Cllflas
for all f e C*(T4).

Remark B.7. Corollary can be used to deduce estimates also for multiplier operators of different
orders. Particularly relevant will be the estimate

[Aflla = 1 ltas

which follows by writing A = R - V, where R is the (0-order) Riesz transform.

C A bilinear microlocal lemma

In this subsection, we establish now a bilinear microlocal lemma for the ASM nonlinearity which is very
similar to that introduced in [2I] and the notations and arguments are similar to that of [9].

We first recall the definitions of the operator Pyy, Pux. Let F = {ig(l), +£32) ig/(?)}, here directions

5(1),5(2),5/(-3\) are chosen such that the matrices {D@Vm(¢M) | €P@Vm(£?) and @@Vm(@) are
linear independent. let A ¢ AW < A® < AB) <= R? be four annuli centered at the origin with
increasing radii, such that 10&, % € A for all £ € F. Define two smooth bump functions x, ¥ : R? — R,

where x(z) = 1 for z € A, and suppx < A®M), while y(z) = 1 for z € A® and suppx = A®). For any
function f : T? — R, define

xXa6) = x(A71), X6 = x(A1E)
and

Paorf(©) = Y xal©f(©e™  Parf(&) == D) xa()f (e, (C.1)

£ez2 £ez?
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Lemma C.1 (Bilinear Microlocal Lemma). Let £,&;,& € F = {ig(l), +£(2), ig/(?’\)} cZ?a:T> >R

be a smooth function, and ® : T?> — T a smooth diffeomorphism satisfying, for all x € T?, VO®T¢ € A,
where A is the annulus in the definition of Pxx. Define 0¢ : T?> — R as

0c(r) = A~ Poy [a(x) cos(A®(z) - €)] .

Then, there exists a smooth 2-tensor field By such that

Q [6‘1, 92] (JJ) = T1 [Vﬁl](—A)Gg + T1 [V&g](—A)Gl =V (Tl [6‘1](—A)92) + div B,\[Hl, 92] (JJ)

where 61,04,07,05 : T2 — R are smooth functions such that 01 = Pxx0},02 = P20 and By satisfy that

Bilbe, be](x) = %X;‘la?(:v) (VoT¢) @ Vi (VOT€) + B (x)

where m(§) = 72(@) and 5B§ (x) 4s an explicit error term.

Proof. we compute

QI = 0 35 (10— il = sl =) + = SR )  Balh — 3)5a)
JEZ?
= ik Y 1Pk = )%k — )01 (k = §)02(j)
jE€Z2
— 0 X il P (= 3) = (=) )k - 0200
JEZ?

B ATENAIGESS (mxk—j)—m(—j))fel(k—j)@xj).

jE€Z2

leez](k)

where mz(n) = m(n)xx(n). Thus it holds that

Q1[61,02](k)

1 —~ —
e 3 (i [ Fmatolh = 5) = (1~ 0)j) do) S (k- ) TER()

JEZ?
= ik Y. Kx(k — 5. 9) A0 (k — j)VAD(5).
JEZ?

where Ky(k —j,7) = fol iViny (o(k —j) — (1 — o)) doxa(k — 7)xr(j). Then one can get

Q01 05](x) = div Y Kk — 5,5)A01 (k — j) VAT (j)e™.

j,kez?
=div Y Ka(k,j)A0 (k) VA (j)e'*+)
j,kez?

= div/ Kx(x = hy,z — ha) A8, (h1) VA, (he)dhydhs
R2 xR2
= div B>\ [91, 6‘2](%)

where

Rota) = oz [, Ka(eme @ dedy

and B) is the desired symmetric 2-tensor field.
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It remains to prove that
1.5 _
Bi[6e, 0] (z) = 5/\5 La?(z) (VOT¢) @ Vi (VOT¢€) + 6B5 (x)
Indeed, let ©) = A™! (a(2)e*®*@)€) and ©¢ = Px\O}. Then f¢ = 212=¢ and one has

ENORAE i B:[,,0](x)

/ \(h1, ha)a(z — hy)eMe@=h)y (a(w - hg)em"?(w—hﬂ) dhydhs.
><]R2

/ Vi Ka(hy, ho)a(z — hy)eM @m0 g (2 — po)e?C®@=h2) qp, dh,.
2 xR2

/ iy ® K 5 (h, ha)a(z — hy)e™ @) g (g — hy)er®@=h2) gp dh, .
¢onefe,—gp T REXR

The desired expansion will follow as a consequence of Taylor’s formula:
O(x — h) = ®(x) — VO(z)h + Ro(z, h),
where the remainder is given by

2

1
Re(x,h) = )] hjh’“/ (1 — 5)0;0x®(z — sh)ds.

Gok=1 0
Then we have
a(z — hy)eP@=h)n _ (a(:zc) + (a(z — hy)ePrRe@h)n _ g () )ei)\@(m)-ne—i)\V@(m)hl-n'
— ¥ h)

a(x _ h2)ei)\<1>(th2)-<j _ (a(x) + (a(x _ h2)ei)\Rq>(z,h2)-C _ a(w))eM{)(z)-Cefi)\V{)(z)hg-C'

=Y (2,h2)

For convenience of notations, we also introduce the function
Y (@, by ha) = a(@)(Yy (2, 1) + Y (@, ha)) + Y3 (@, 1) Yy (2, o).
With this expansion, one can get
1 . J— _ _
By@) = 5 3 @ / Q2 (@)iy @ K (ha, ha)e TP c=NTET O ha gy g,
4 ¢mefs,—¢} R2 xR

1 . S . .
T Z AP0 / Y/\m< (z, h1, h2)iy @ K 5 (h1, hz)eﬂA(vq)Tn)'hl e MV O R2 g, dhy
4 ¢mef€,—¢&} R? xR

::632’4(1)

= ieihb(m)-(n*{) Z QQ(I) (Zy @K)\) (/\V(I)T’r], )\V‘I)TC) n 5B§ (:17)
¢mef€,—¢&}

= %A‘Ha?(x) (VeT¢) @ Vin (VOT¢) + 6B5 (x).

where )
513§(x):Z >, 0BY(a).
¢mef€,—¢&}

and one has used the fact that m is homogeneous of order § — 1, K)(v,v) = 0 and K (v, —v) = iVmn(v)
and x = 1 on the range V®T'¢ v e A.
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In order to estimate the error term 6B, we will need the following estimate, obtained by scaling for
the physical space kernel Ky. For h = (hy, hs) € R? x R?, we have for every m € N

X |R[™ KX (s ho)l| o g2 xm2) Sm AT (C.2)

Remark C.2. One may use the Taylor expansion for a(z — h)e**®@=")" to higher order , but this will
make it harder to analyze our algebraic lemma. However, here we are lucky enough to use the Taylor
expansion up to second order without affecting the construction of our algebraic lemma as seen below.
Note that

a(z—hy)e?P@=h)m — (a(z)-Va(z)-hi+(a(z — hy)eAFe(@hn _ o (p) 4 Va(z) - by )ei’\q’(”"e_i’\vq’(w)hl'".

::Y;](I,hl)

a(z—hy)e @) ¢ — (a(z)—Va(z)-ho+(a(z — ho)eMie(@ha)C g (2) 4 Va(x) - hy )ei)‘é(m)'cefuvq%m)hyg,

:IY>\<(I,h2)
and we denote
VI (2, b, ha) = (a(x) — Va(x) - ha) Yy (2, h1) + (a(z) — Va(z) - hy) Yy (2, he)
+ Y7 (2, h)YS (2, ha) + (Va(z) - hy) (Va(z) - ha) .

Then we have

1 . — ) )
Ba@) = 7 )5 eRmerro / 02 (@)iy @ K 5 (h, ha)e T 1 =NV Oha gp g,
¢mels,—¢} R2xR?
1 ) — . .
4 Z 61/\<I>(I)-(n+<)/ a(x)Va(z) - (b1 + ha)iy ® K (h1, hy)e N T2 o= XVETOha gy gy,
¢mefé,—¢&} R? xR
=0
1 ) — . .
t7 o e / Y (@, b, h)ig @ K (ha, ha)e™ NI 00 g =iNTET b g g,
el —€} R2 xR
::532’4(1)
1 .
= 3 D P02 (2) (iy @ Ky) AV 0, AVST () + 6B5 (x).
¢me{€,—¢}
1
= FNTI(@) (VeTE) @ Vin (VOTE) + §B5 ().

where the second term in the first equality is actually zero by the oddness of K. The point here is that
due to such special cancellation, our explicit expression of By (z) is unaffected. But if one uses the Taylor
expansion up to higher order, then besides the main term 1A~1a?(z) (VOTE) @ Vin (VETE) above,
there will also be some lower order terms involving higher derivatives of a(x) and K. This will make
our algebraic lemma harder to analyze.

Lemma C.3. ([23]) (Microlocal Lemma). Suppose that T'[0](z) =[5> ©(x—h)K'(h)dh is a convolution
operator acting on functions © : T? — C with a kernel K' : R? — C in the Schwartz class. Let
£:T2 > C and 0 : T?> - C be smooth functions and X € Z be an integer. Then for any input of the form
0 = X@Y(z) we have the formula

T'[0](z) = ) (9(x)1%l(wg(x)) + 6[T®]) (3:))
where the error in the amplitude term has the explicit form

1
§[T'0] (z) = / ar / e AVE@ heiZ g — rh) K (h)dh
0 dr R2

1
Z(r,x,h) = r)\/ h*hb0,0€ (z — sh)(1 — s)ds
0
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D An sketch of proof of the Onsager conjecture for even active
scalar equations.

In this section, we give a brief framework of the convex integration scheme for even active scalar equations
but do not provide any detailed proofs, since the proofs are almost the same as (and actually much simpler
than that for odd active scalar equations.) ones given in the [I6] for the 2D Euler equation. Consider
the following equations

0,0 + div(6u) = 0,
divu =0, (D.1)
u=T[6).

The operator T[] defining the drift velocity « in [D] is represented in the frequency space by a
multiplier

a(€) = T10](€) = m(€)4(e).

We assume that m(§) is defined on the whole frequency space as a tempered distribution and is homo-
geneous of degree 0 so that T is an operator of order 0 . The multiplier must satisfy m(—&) = m(€) so
that the driftvelocity w is real-valued whenever the scalar 6 is real-valued, and m(§) is assumed to be
smooth away from the origin. The requirement that w is divergence free corresponds to the requirement
that m(€) takes values perpendicular to the frequency vector &, i.e. £-m(£) =0 for £ # 0.

Theorem D.1. Consider the active scalar equations [D1l with divergence free drift velocity, and assume
that the multiplier m(€) defining the operator T satisfies the conditions imposed above. Let a < 1/3 and I
be an open interval. Then there exist nontrivial solutions tol[D 1l with Hélder reqularity 0, u € Ci (R X 'H‘Q)
which are identically 0 outside of I x T2.

The Holder exponent 1/3 in the above result is sharp since the energy [ |0|?(¢, z)dz is a conserved
quantity and uniqueness holds for solutions with Holder regularity above az > 1/3 . This result improves

the previous result of [23] where nonunique solutions are constructed with Holder regularity exponent
1/9.

D.1 Parameters, the inductive assumptions, and the main proposition

The proof of Theorem [D.I] will be achieved by the iterative construction of smooth solutions (64, uq, R;)
to the scalar-stress equations
010, + div(0,u,) = div Ry,
divug = 0, (D.2)
Ug = T[eq]v

where the stress R, is a vector field. Here and throughout ¢ € N will denote the stage of the iteration.
The goal is to construct this sequence so that (6, u,) converges in the required Holder space, while R,
converges to zero. In the limit, we will have, thus, recovered a weak solution to the ASE.
We start with defining frequency parameters which will quantify the approximate Fourier support of
Ug,
Ay = 2n[a®"],

as well as amplitude parameters
5 =\

The constant a > 1 will be chosen to be large, b > 1 will be close to 1, while 0 < 8 < 1/3 will determine
the Holder regularity of the constructed solution.

Let L e N\{0}, M > 0 and 0 < @ < 1.Then for any N € {0,1, ..., L — r} and any Vr € {0, 1},we assume
the following inductive estimates:

1040 + lluglo < M(1 =552, (D-3)
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|D70g|n + | Djuglln < M&2(532A)"AY, N+r>1 (D.4)
| D} Rylln < 8q11(85/22g)"AY 2, (D.5)
where D; denotes the material derivative corresponding to the velocity field u,:
Dy =0t +uq- V.
We also assume the following on the temporal support of the stress:

suppy Ry < [—2 4 (6Y20g) 71, —1 = (6520g) T U [1+ (632 Ag) 72 — (6120g) 71, (D.6)

a may be taken to be large enough such that (63/2)\0)_1 < i , 80 the definition of supp, Ry makes sense.
Proposition D.2. Assume L > 10,0 < 8 < 1/3 and

1+ 33
65
Then there is a universal constant My > 0 depending on 3 and L, and an g depending on [ and b, such
that for any 0 < a < ay, there exists ag > 1 depending on L, 3, b, «, and My, such that for any a > ag
the following holds: given a smooth solution (04,uq, Ry) to (D2) satisfying (D3) - (D.G), there exists a

smooth solution (0441, ug+1, Rg+1) to[D.2 satisfying (D.3) - (D.6) with g replaced by g+ 1 . Moreover, is
holds that

1<b<

1 1
10g1 — Ballo + lutger — ugllo + ~——10gs1 — Ol + ~——lluger — uglr < 2Mody/7, (D.7)
Ag+1 Agt1
and
SUPPt(9q+1 —0,) v SuPpt(uq-H —ug) © (—=2,-1)u (1,2). (D.8)

D.2 Proof of Theorem [D.1l

We fix the choice L > 4, 8 < 1/3, b, My , o and ag be the constants in Proposition [D.2l Then let
M > My +|m(1,0)| + 1 and o < min{ap, 1/4} be fixed. Then since (20 — 1) < 1/3, one can take a = ag
sufficiently large such that

52 <172, | flh < min{6165 X, 562 h0}, [ fll2 < 512 (D.9)

First, We construct the base case (6o, ug, Rp). Let f: R — [0,1] be a smooth bump function such
that f =1 on [—5/4,5/4] and supp f < [—7/4,7/4]. Then the base case is given by

Oo(x,t) = ‘%ﬂf(t) cos(Aoz1),
1 i —_— .
ug = T[6‘0] = 563/2f(t) (m()\O’ 0)60\011 4 m()\m 0)6—0\011) ,
1/2

Ro(x,t) = (Si—of’(t) (sin(Aoz1),0)

Due to the divergence free condition £ - m(§) = 0, it is easy to check that (6p.ug, Ro) solves the
Scalar-stress system (D.2)) and the following estimates holds:

|6o]0 < M(Sé/Q <M1 - 53/2),
luoflo < M(Scl)/2 < M(1 - 58/2)’
Hence the inductive assumption (D.3)) holds. Also, for N > 0, one has that
ol < MOY2AY,

luolly < Moy *AY,
1/2

R - _2a
\mww<nguw§A§<&%”ﬁ§<&%2A%
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where o < 1 has been used. Thus (D.4) and (D.5) holds for r = 0.
For the case r = 1, direct computations yield

0tbo + ug - Vb = 58/2][/(15) COS()\()LL'l),
1 . - .
Ogug + ug - Vug = 553/2f/(t) (m()\o, 0)e 01+ m(\o, O)e_“\‘”“) ,

512

O0tRo +ug - VR = g\—f//(t) (sin()\osvl), O)
0

In view of the condition for a in (D.9), it is clear that (D.4) and (D) hold for r = 1.

The temporal support condtion (D.]) is satisfied since supp, Ry < supp f' < [—7/4,7/4]\(—5/4,5/4)
and (55*20) 7! < L.

Therefore, (fy,ug, Ro) satisfy all the inductive assumptions for the Scalar-stress equations (D.2)). Now
let {(0,,uq, Ry)} be the sequence of solutions to (D.2) given by the proposition. Then, (D.5) and (D7)
implying that

17 ’ ’ 1 2 ’ r_
H9q+1 - quﬁ’ < H9q+1 - 9(1“0 g H9q+1 - 9:1”? S 5qil)\§+1 < )‘§+157

1_ ! / 1 2 / /_
g1 = ugllsr S Ttger = ugls™ fuger gl 5 55000 5 AL,

1— 7 ’ ’ /72
IRqlls < IRqllo ™" IRGIT < 0gea XS < NI

with 8’ < 8 < 1/3. Therefore, {,}, {u,}, and {R,} are Cauchy sequences in C;C?" and they converge to
(0,u,0) in C;C?", and it holds that u = T[6].

In conclusion, 6 is a weak solution for the active scalar equations with 0 € C’th/, which satisfies
supp; u < [—2, 2] by inductive assumption (D.8), and for ¢ € [—1, 1], it holds that

O(z,t) = (53/2 cos(Aoz1),

Then to prove Proposition (D.2)), one can use the standard Newton-Nash scheme as used for the 2D Euler
equations in [I6]. Since this process is quite similar but tedious, so we just conclude the main results
here without providing details.

Remark D.3. For higher dimensional even active scalar equation, as noted in [23], we can get the same
result as long as one requires the image of the even part of the multiplier contains the following d vectors

Ay =m(ED) +m(—€D), i=1,2,..d
such that the vectors A(l), - A(d) span R?. This condition is satisfied by the 3D IPM equation and the
MG equation.
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