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Abstract

For the 3D fractional Navier–Stokes equations perturbed by transport noise, we prove the
existence of infinitely many Hölder continuous analytically weak, probabilistically strong Leray–
Hopf solutions starting from the same deterministic initial velocity field. Our solutions are global in
time and satisfy the energy inequality pathwise on a non-empty random interval [0, τ ]. In contrast
to recent related results, we do not consider an additional deterministic suitably chosen force f in
the equation. In this unforced regime, we prove the first result of Leray–Hopf nonuniqueness for
fractional Navier–Stokes equations with any kind of stochastic perturbation. Our proof relies on
convex integration techniques and a flow transformation by which we reformulate the SPDE as a
PDE with random coefficients.
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1 Introduction

In this work we prove local-in-time non-uniqueness for stochastic Leray–Hopf solutions to the 3D
fractional incompressible Navier–Stokes equations (NSE) with Brownian transport noise

{

du+
(
(u · ∇u) + (−∆)αu

)
dt+∇p dt+∑k∈K(σk · ∇u) • dBk = 0

divu = 0
(1.1)

on the periodic torus T3. Here u, an L2(T3,R3)-valued stochastic process, denotes the velocity field, p
the scalar pressure, (−∆)α the (nonlocal) fractional Laplace operator with 0 < α < 1, K a finite, non-
empty index set, σk : T3 → R3 smooth divergence-free vector fields, Bk independent one-dimensional
Brownian motions on an arbitrary but fixed filtered probability space (Ω,F , (Ft)t≥0,P), and ”•” the
Stratonovich stochastic integral.

Main result. More precisely, we prove: For each 0 < α ≪ 1, there is a deterministic initial
condition u0 ∈ L2(T3,R3), a strictly positive stopping time τ and infinitely many analytically weak,
probabilistically strong solutions uk, k ∈ N, to Equ. (1.1) with paths in C([0,∞), Cθ(T3,R3)) for small
θ > 0, and uk(0, ·) = u0 which satisfy the pathwise energy inequality Equ. (1.3) on [0, τ ]. For the
precise result, see Theorem 2.4.

State of the art: deterministic regime. The problem of existence and uniqueness of solutions
for the 3D NSE (i.e. (1.1) with α = 1 and σk = 0) poses notoriously difficult challenges. Since
the existence of (necessarily unique) global-in-time smooth solutions remains famously unsolved, it is
inevitable to turn to the much larger class of weak solutions. However, in [11] (see also [8, 6]) it was
proven via convex integration techniques (discussed below) that for any smooth e : [0,∞) → [0,∞)
there is a weak solution u = u(e) whose kinetic energy profile equals e, i.e. 1

2 ||u(t)||2L2 = e(t) for
all t ≥ 0. This implies non-uniqueness by considering distinct energies with initial value e(0) = 0.
This drastic demonstration of non-uniqueness and the existence of physically anomalous solutions
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suggests to restrict to subclasses with physically reasonable behavior, called admissible solutions and
hopefully obtain well-posedness in such subclasses. A natural such class are Leray–Hopf solutions
u ∈ C0

weak([0,∞), L2(T3,R3)) ∩ L2([0,∞), H1(T3,R3)) satisfying the energy inequality

||u(t)||2L2 + 2

ˆ

[s,t]×Rd

|∇u(r, x)|2drdx ≤ ||u(s)||2L2 (1.2)

for a.e. s ≥ 0 and all t > s. Leray–Hopf solutions exist globally in time for all L2-initial data [33], but
their uniqueness remains an open problem of remarkable difficulty.

In the light of this lack of uniqueness results, well-posedness has been studied for variants of the
NSE, e.g. the forced NSE and the fractional NSE. The former differs from the classical NSE by an
additional (suitably chosen, hence ”free”) force f , while for the latter the Laplacian is replaced by
(−∆)α, α ∈ (0, 1) (a nonlocal operator). Both equations are interesting in itself, for instance from
physics considerations or as models with a weakened and non-local diffusive behavior. Of course, both
approaches lead to versions of Equ. (1.2), by adding an f -induced energy term or by replacing the
H1-semi norm by a fractional Sobolev norm, respectively. Substantial progress in both directions has
been achieved, see [1, 2, 18] and [12, 15, 22], respectively. For the former case, remarkably it was
proven the existence of a force f such that the corresponding class of Leray–Hopf solutions contains at
least two elements. For the latter case, non-uniqueness of Leray–Hopf solutions to the fractional NSE
with 0 < α < 1

3 was obtained. Note that larger values of α correspond to a stronger diffusion, hence a
stronger smoothing effect, so that, at least intuitively, non-uniqueness results are increasingly difficult
to obtain as α grows.

Stochastic regime. Since adding noise to deterministic systems can not only lead to more accurate
models, but can also render ill-posed differential equations well-posed (regularization by noise), one
might expect to overcome the notorious difficulties for the NSE by suitable stochastic perturbations.
However, as shown in [26, 25, 27, 24], also the stochastic NSE is desperately ill-posed, even in the
class of probabilistically strong solutions, for both additive and multiplicative noise, white in time and
white or colored in space. Again, this raises the question of a physically reasonable subclass of solutions
satisfying a stochastic version of Equ. (1.2). At this point one has to clarify what is meant by stochastic
version of (1.2). The inequality can be postulated in expectation or pathwise, where clearly the latter
implies the former, but not vice versa. Depending on the choice of noise, an additional positive energy
term may appear on the right hand side of Equ. (1.2), which accounts for a noise-induced increase of
energy.

To date, we are not aware of any true well- or ill-posedness result for stochastic Leray–Hopf solutions
to the (unforced) NSE with noise, regardless of the choice of noise and of the choice of stochastic
version of Equ. (1.2). Recently, similarly to the deterministic case, interesting probabilistically strong
local-in-time non-uniqueness results were obtained for stochastic Leray–Hopf solutions with specifically
constructed force terms for linear multiplicative [28] as well as additive [7] Brownian noise. In both
cases, the stochastic energy inequality holds in expectation. We also mention the very recent work [5]
on global existence and nonuniqueness of ergodic Leray–Hopf solutions to power law flows perturbed
by additive noise, which – even though not containing the fractional or classical NSE – constitutes
another interesting class of equations in hydrodynamics.

Our contribution. As for the classical NSE (α = 1), the uniqueness question for Leray–Hopf
solutions to stochastic versions of the (unforced) fractional NSE seems to be entirely open (we point out
that for the forced case and 1 < α < 5

4 , a non-uniqueness result is obtained in [7]). Our contribution
is to provide a negative answer to this question, at least for α ≪ 1, by constructing a family of
probabilistically strong global-in-time solutions to Equ. (1.1) with common deterministic initial datum,
which satisfy up to a strictly positive stopping time τ the usual fractional energy inequality

1

2
||u(t, ω)||2L2 +

ˆ t

s

ˆ

T3

∣
∣(−∆)

α
2 u(r, x, ω)

∣
∣
2
dxdr ≤ 1

2
||u(s, ω)||2L2, ∀0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ τ(ω) (1.3)

pathwise, where ω denotes elements from the underlying arbitrary probability space Ω. The noise
in Equ. (1.1) is usually referred to as transport noise and has received considerable attention in the
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recent past, leading to a growing understanding of its use and plausibility, see for instance [19, 20, 17],
the references therein as well as the introduction of [23] for further literature in this direction. In
the present paper, using transport noise allows us to establish Equ. (1.3) without an additional
positive noise-induced energy-term on its right hand side. Our solutions are θ-Hölder regular, where
α < θ ≪ 1. At the moment, an improvement to larger values of α and θ seems to require substantially
new techniques.

We also mention that if we drop the energy inequality, our construction yields global in time
probabilistically strong solutions with any prescribed energy profile (which may not satisfy (1.3)) for
exponents 0 < α < α̃0 (cf. Equ. (7.22)), but due to the restrictive conditions due to the new terms
from the interaction of the nonlocal fractional Laplacian and the flow reformulation of the problem,
we can not cover the full range 0 < α < 1

2 . This is in contrast to the deterministic works [12, 15]. See
Proposition 3.1, which improves the existence theory for (1.1) for the extended range 0 < α < α̃0.

Proof and main novelties. By a flow transformation based on the flow of the Stratonovich-SDE
of the vector fields σk, and akin to [23], we recast the SPDE Equ. (1.1) into a PDE with random
coefficients, see Section 2.3 and in particular Equ. (2.5). Via this transformation, our main result
is reformulated as Proposition 2.9. The proof of the latter relies on (pathwise) convex integration
techniques, a powerful method used to construct wild solutions to fluid dynamical (S)PDEs, which
has, most notably, led to a proof of Onsager’s conjecture for the deterministic Euler equations [32, 14,
9, 30, 10], as well as to the results from the list of papers mentioned before.

The main idea of the proof of Proposition 2.9 is to combine the work on stochastic Euler equations
[23] with the work on (deterministic) Leray–Hopf solutions [12, 15]. As we are in the transport noise
setting, we rely heavily on the groundwork laid by the first-mentioned reference. While this sounds
simple in principle, there were a somewhat surprising amount of technical difficulties that needed to
be resolved, of which we now list the most relevant:

• As we need a quantitative control of the Hölder norm to prove the energy inequality, we had to
track closely the exact dependence of every constant on the energy profile (or rather, the profile’s
main characteristics e, ē and |e|C1). This entailed going through almost all of the proofs of [23].
In particular, we found that all relevant constants only depend on at most the first derivative of
e, not the second.

• To prove the energy inequality, we have to weigh the parameters a andMv against each other (see
(5.3)), and a product of certain powers needs to be small for small energy profiles. Therefore,
we also need to make sure that the constant Mv depends increasingly on the energy profile’s
main characteristics. This, again, means that we have to very carefully track all instances of Mv

throughout the convex integration scheme and optimize the corresponding estimates. As it turns
out, this is indeed possible. Mv is determined by Equ. (7.24) below.

• The inclusion of the fractional Laplacian term to the Euler equations yields additional stress
terms in the convex integration scheme. The most obvious is the “dissipative error”, which is
handled in a similar way as in [12, 15]. But in addition, there are new contributions to the “flow
error” and the “mollification error” of [23]. Because we are dealing with the “flow-transformed”
equation for convex integration purposes, these terms are non-trivial to handle. In the end, a
Besov space interpolation argument gave us the needed control on these terms, which resulted
from a very helpful discussion with Antonio Agresti. For details, see Sections 6.7.3, 6.7.4.

Note that compared to [12, 15], we only obtain Leray–Hopf solutions up to a small stopping time.
Also in the deterministic case, first, nonunique Leray–Hopf solutions were only constructed for a short
time, but one could then extend them since in this case there is a good existence theory for Leray–Hopf
solutions from arbitrary initial velocities. To the best of our knowledge, a stochastic counterpart to
this global existence is not yet developed for (1.1). Note that our solutions themselves are defined on
[0,∞), but we cannot prove the energy inequality beyond the stopping time.

Further literature. If one confines oneself to the question of non-uniqueness of weak solutions
to stochastic fractional NSEs in the class of weak (not necessarily Leray–Hopf) solutions, results are
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known for additive and linear multiplicative Brownian noise for α ∈ (0, 12 ) [40, 45]. A non-uniqueness
result for weak (non-Leray–Hopf) solutions to the transport noise NSE (α = 1) has been obtained in
[39].

Additionally, the two-dimensional fractional NSE has recently been extensively studied. For
instance, a deterministic Leray–Hopf non-uniqueness result for the 2D fractional NSE was obtained
in [3], and analogous stochastic results are proven in [46]. We also mention the 3D Leray–Hopf non-
uniqueness result for the Hall–MHD system of [13].

For the hyperdissipative case, i.e. fractional exponents α > 1, above the critical value α = 5
4 ,

smooth global-in-time solutions exist in the deterministic case, see [34] and also [44] for the endpoint
case. Below 5

4 , non-uniqueness of weak solutions was proven in [37], and an analogue two-dimensional
result is contained in [36]. In an additive and linear multiplicative noise regime, non-uniqueness results
in the 3D case can be found in [47].

Finally, we mention that more generally the literature on convex integration results, in particular
ill-posedness results in deterministic and stochastic regimes for a growing list of equations, has grown
immensely in the last few years. Instead of presenting a necessarily incomplete reference list here, we
only mention that such results have been obtained for, e.g., SQG, Boussinesq, transport(-diffusion),
MHD, compressible and hydrostatic Euler equations and further equations.

Organisation of the paper. In Section 2 we present the definition of (Leray–Hopf-)solutions
to Equ. (1.1), its reformulation as a random PDE, and state our main result, Theorem 2.4 and
its PDE version, Proposition 2.9. We split the proof of the latter into several partial results (most
notably the existence result Proposition 3.1) which we formulate and use to conclude the proof in
Section 3. The proofs of the two key steps, Propositions 3.1 and 3.3, are given in Sections 4 and 5,
respectively. The former is based on the main iterative proposition 4.1, which is proven in Section
4.2 via convex integration methods, which are discussed in detail in Sections 6 and 7. Several of the
lengthy calculations and proofs are given in Section 8. The appendix contains an important estimate
for the fractional Laplace operator and some results on Besov spaces.

Notation. We set R+ = [0,∞) and use x ·y for the Euclidean inner product. We write Br(x) for the
ball with radius r and center x in a Banach space. Let S3×3 be the space of symmetric 3× 3 matrices.
C(X,Y ) is the space of continuous functions between topological spaces X and Y . For k ∈ N∪ {+∞}
and Ck(c)(T

3,Rm) is the Banach space of k-times (compactly supported) differentiable maps from T3

to Rm with the usual norm || · ||Ck . The subindex σ denotes divergence-free subspaces, for instance
C∞
σ (T3,R3). For 0 < θ < 1, a Banach space (X, || · ||X) and U = T3 or a subset of Rm, Cθ(U,X)

denotes the Banach space of Hölder continuous functions with norm

||f ||Cθ(U,X) := sup
x∈U

||f(x)||X + sup
x 6=y

‖f(x)− f(y)‖E
|x− y|θ ,

shortly || · ||θ when no confusion about U and X can occur The corresponding seminorm, consisting
only of the second summand above, is denoted by [ · ]Cθ(U,X) or simply [ · ]θ.
For p ∈ [1,∞], U ⊆ Rm or U = T3, the usual spaces of measurable and p-integrable functions from U
to X are denoted by Lp(U,X) with usual norm || · ||Lp , and we write Lploc(U,X) for the corresponding
local spaces. For m ∈ N and α ∈ (0, 1), Hm(T3,Rl) and Hα(T3,Rl) are the usual Hilbert spaces of
(fractional) functions from T3 to Rl with integrability parameter p = 2, their usual norms are || · ||H1

and || · ||Hα . For all these spaces, we suppress the state space from the notation if it is R.
Throughout, we use notation such as || · ||Cθ

≤s
and || · ||Cθ

≤s
Cx

for the norm on Cθ((−∞, s],Rl)

and Cθ((−∞, s), C(T3,Rl)), respectively, or [0, s] instead of (−∞, s], when no confusion about the
appearing spaces can occur. In such cases we sometimes write C0 instead of C.

We denote the spatial Besov spaces Bsp,q := Bsp,q(T
d) for s ∈ R, p, q ∈ [1,∞] as the subset of

distributions u ∈ S ′(Td) such that

‖u‖Bs
p,q

:=
∥
∥
∥

(
2js‖∆ju‖Lp(Td)

)

j≥−1

∥
∥
∥
ℓq
<∞.
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Here, ∆j denotes the j-th Littlewood–Paley block corresponding to a smooth partition of unity, cf.
[4, 38]. For p, q <∞, Bsp,q is separable and coincides with the closure of C∞(Td) with respect to ‖·‖Bs

p,q
.

In terms of duality, we have Bsp,q =
(

B−s
p′,q′

)∗
, with equivalence of norms, when 1

p + 1
p′ = 1

q +
1
q′ = 1,

and also Bs∞,∞ = Csx for every non-integer s > 0, again with equivalence of norms, namely

C−1
(
‖u‖∞ + [u]Cs

x

)
≤ ‖u‖Bs

∞,∞
≤ C

(
‖u‖∞ + [u]Cs

x

)
, (1.4)

for some C > 1, cf. [43, 3.5.4 Theorem, p. 168 f.].
For α ∈ (0, 1), the fractional Laplace operator (−∆)α is the operator with symbol |k|2α as a Fourier

multiplier, i.e. for any f ∈ S ′(T3) it has the (formal) Fourier series

(−∆)αf(x) =
∑

k∈Z3

|k|2αf̂keik·x.

2 Leray–Hopf solutions and main result

We begin with the definition and some preliminary observations for (Leray–Hopf) solutions to (1.1)

2.1 Leray–Hopf solutions

Let (Ω,F , (Ft)t≥0,P) be a filtered probability space, Bk, k ∈ K, a family of independent standard
one-dimensional Brownian motions on Ω such that (Ft)t≥0 is the augmented filtration of the |K|-
dimensional Brownian motion B = (Bk)k∈K . Recall that this filtration is right-continuous. Our
notion of solution is analytically weak, but probabilistically strong in the following sense.

Definition 2.1. (i) (u, p) : R+ × T3 × Ω → R3 × R is a (analytically weak, probabilistically strong)
solution to (1.1) with initial condition u0 ∈ L2(T3,R3), if (u, p) ∈ C(R+;L

2(T3,R3 × R)) P-
a.s., (u, p) is (Ft)t≥0-adapted, u(t, ω) : T3 → R3 is weakly divergence-free for all t ≥ 0 P-a.s.,
u(0, ·) = u0(·) P-a.s., and for every t ≥ 0 and ϕ ∈ C∞

σ (T3,R3)
ˆ

T3

u(t)ϕdx =

ˆ

T3

u0ϕdx+

ˆ t

0

ˆ

T3

u(s)
(
u(s) · ∇ϕ− (−∆)αϕ

)
dxds (2.1)

+
∑

k∈K

ˆ t

0

(
ˆ

T3

u(s)
(
σk · ∇ϕ

)
dx

)

• dBks , P–a.s.

Often, we regard u instead of (u, p) as the solution.

(ii) For an (Ft)-stopping time τ : Ω → R+, a solution (u, p) to (1.1) is a τ-Leray–Hopf solution, if u
has paths in L2

loc(R+, H
α(T3,R3)) and satisfies for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω the stochastic energy inequality

(1.3) with exceptional zero set independent of s and t.

Note that a τ -Leray–Hopf solution satisfies (1.3) only up to the random time τ , but is a global in
time solution in the sense of part (i) of the previous definition.

Lemma 2.2. For u as in Definition 2.1 (i), (2.1) is equivalent to the following property. For every
semimartingale h : R+ × Ω → L2(T3,R3) of type

dh = H0dt+
∑

k∈K
Hk • dBk, (2.2)

with adapted processes H0, {Hk}k∈K : R+ ×Ω → C∞(T3,R3) , the process t 7→
´

T3 u(t, x) · h(t, x)dx is
a semimartingale and, P-a.s.,

d

ˆ

T3

u·h dx =

(
ˆ

T3

u·
(
H0+(u·∇−(−∆)α)h

)
dx+

ˆ

T3

p divh dx

)

dt+
∑

k∈K

[
ˆ

T3

u·
(
Hk+(σk·∇)h

)
]

•dBk.

(2.3)
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The equivalence can be proven via mollification and Itô’s formula as in [16, App.A]. Equation (2.3)
is convenient to prove the equivalence of solutions to (1.1) and (2.5) in Lemma 2.8 below.

Remark 2.3. (i) Note that, in contrast to the general case of (deterministic) Leray–Hopf solutions,
we demand (and prove) (1.3) for all 0 ≤ s ≤ t (≤ τ) instead of for only almost every s ≥ 0 and
every s ≤ t (≤ τ).

(ii) We expect also higher order pathwise inequalities to hold, more precisely

1

2
||u(t, ω)||2qL2 +

ˆ t

s

||u(r, ω)||2(q−1)
L2

ˆ

T3

∣
∣(−∆)

α
2 u(r, x, ω)

∣
∣
2
dxdr ≤ 1

2
||u(s, ω)||2qL2, ∀q ∈ N, (2.4)

which are crucial for compactness arguments, since typically the set of solution path laws of
those solutions satisfying (2.4) is compact in a suitable space of path measures, which in turn
is needed for Markovian selections from this space. This way, a proof of non-uniqueness of
Markovian selections among the class of Leray–Hopf solutions considered in this work seems
possible, although we do not address this question. Note that non-uniqueness of Markovian
selections from the larger class of (not necessarily Leray–Hopf) weak solutions was proven for
related equations (see, for instance, [25]).

2.2 Main result

Let (Ω,F , (Ft)t≥0,P), K and Bk be as in the previous subsection. Our main result is the following
theorem.

Theorem 2.4. Let 0 < α < α0 := 1
2cb+1 , where b and c are as in Section 4.2. There exists u0 ∈

L2(T3,R3), an P-a.s. strictly positive (Ft)-stopping time τ0 : Ω → R+ and infinitely many τ0-Leray–
Hopf solutions to (1.1) with initial condition u0 and paths in C(R+, C

θ(T3,R3)) for some θ > α.
Moreover, any two of these solutions are distinct on [0, τ0], P-a.s.

Remark 2.5. (i) Clearly, it follows that u0 ∈ Cθ(T3,R3). However, u0 cannot be prescribed, but
is an outcome of the proof. In particular, the size of the set of initial conditions for which
Theorem 2.4 holds remains to be determined; we only know that this set contains uncountably
many elements. Indeed, by varying the energy profile e ∈ E used in the construction, we see that
for every ε sufficiently small, we can produce one initial datum uε0 ∈ L2 with ||uε0||L2 = ε and
infinitely many solutions to this initial datum.

(ii) The solutions have spatial Hölder regularity with parameter θ for every α < θ < θ̄ := α0.

(iii) We point out that Theorem 2.4 also improves the existence theory of analytically weak and
probabilistically strong (not necessarily Leray–Hopf-)solutions for equation (1.1). Indeed, to our
knowledge, this is the first paper concerned with solutions to (1.1).

(iv) As already said in the introduction, our result does not imply existence or non-uniqueness of
global Leray–Hopf solutions. Indeed, the typical argument, i.e. to glue our nonunique local
Leray–Hopf solutions uk together (pathwise at the random time τ) with global in time Leray–
Hopf solutions starting from the endpoints uk(τ(ω)), does not work, since to date it is open
whether such global Leray–Hopf solutions exist (not even for some initial velocity field, whereas
for the gluing, one really needs existence from any initial velocity field).

2.3 Reformulation via flow transformation

For the proof of Theorem 2.4, similarly as in [23], we rewrite the SPDE (1.1) as an equivalent PDE
with random coefficients. To this end, consider on the manifold T3 the SDE

Φ(t, x) = x+
∑

k∈K

ˆ t

0

σk(Φ(s, x)) • dBks , t ∈ R.
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The vector fields σk take values in the tangent bundle of T3, which consists of the tangent spaces
TxT

3 = R3, x ∈ T3. By assumptions on σk there exists a unique flow Φ = (Φ(t))t∈R of probabilistically
strong solutions such that each Φ(t) is a Lebesgue measure-preserving C∞-diffeomorphism of T3, see
[31]. We denote by Φ−1 the inverse flow, by Φ(t)−1 its evaluation at t, and set

divΦf := [div(f ◦ Φ−1)] ◦ Φ, (−∆)αΦf :=
[
(−∆)α(f ◦ Φ−1)

]
◦ Φ, ∇Φf := [∇(f ◦ Φ−1)] ◦ Φ,

and note that (unlike divf , (−∆)αf and ∇f) these operators depend on t. If f depends on t ∈ R, we
write

(−∆)αΦf(t) := (−∆)αΦ(t)f(t),

and similarly for divΦ and ∇Φ. Consider the following random PDE, posed on the prescribed arbitrary,
fixed filtered probability space (Ω,F , (Ft)t≥0,P):

{

∂tv + (−∆)αΦv + divΦ(v ⊗ v) +∇Φq = 0

divΦv = 0.
(2.5)

Definition 2.6. (i) (v, q) : R+ × T3 × Ω → R3 × R is a (analytically weak, probabilistically strong)
solution to (2.5) with initial condition v0 ∈ L2(T3,R3), if (v, q) ∈ C(R+, L

2(T3,R3 × R)) P-a.s.,
(v, q) is (Ft)-adapted, v(0, ·) = v0 P-a.s.,

ˆ

T3

v(t, x) · ∇Φ(t)ϕ(x) dx = 0, ∀ϕ ∈ C∞(T3), t ≥ 0

with exceptional set independent of t and ϕ, and for every semimartingale h : R+ × Ω →
L2(T3,R3) of type

dh = H0dt+
∑

k∈K
Hk • dBk

with progressively measurable processes H0, {Hk}k∈K : Ω × R+ → C∞(T3,R3), the process
t 7→

´

T3 v(t, x) · h(x, t)dx is a semimartingale satisfying, P-a.s.,

d

ˆ

T3

v · h dx =

ˆ

T3

v ·
(
H0 + (v · ∇Φ − (−∆)αΦ)h

)
dt+

ˆ

T3

qdivΦh dt+
∑

k∈K

[
ˆ

T3

v ·Hk

]

• dBk.

Occasionally, we refer to v instead of (v, q) as the solution.

(ii) For an (Ft)-stopping time τ : Ω → R+ ∪ {+∞}, a solution (v, q) to (2.5) is a τ-Leray–Hopf

solution, if t 7→
´

T3 |(−∆)
α
2

Φ v(t, x)|2dx belongs to L2
loc(R+) P-a.s. and

1

2
||v(t, ω)||2L2 +

ˆ t

s

ˆ

T3

|(−∆)
α
2

Φ v(r, x, ω)|2dxdr ≤
1

2
||v(s, ω)||2L2 , ∀0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ τ(ω), (2.6)

for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, with exceptional set independent of s and t. Here we shortened the notation
by writing Φ instead of Φ(ω).

Lemma 2.7. Let v be a solution to (2.5) with paths in C(R+, C
θ(T3,R3)), P-a.s., such that 0 < α < θ.

Then

(i) P-a.s., with exceptional set independent of t,

ˆ

T3

|(−∆)
α
2

Φ v(t)|2dx ≤ Ct[v(t)]
2
θ, t ≥ 0, (2.7)

where Ct > 0 depends only on ω, Φ(t), α and θ, and is, for fixed ω, continuous in t.
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(ii) u = (u(t))t≥0, u(t) := v(t) ◦ Φ(t)−1, has paths in L2
loc(R+, H

α(T3,R3)) ∩ C(R+, C
θ(T3,R3)),

P-a.s., and
ˆ

T3

|(−∆)
α
2

Φ v(t)|2dx =

ˆ

T3

|(−∆)
α
2 u(t)|2dx, ∀t ≥ 0, (2.8)

P-a.s. Moreover, v and u have the same kinetic energy profile, i.e.

ˆ

T3

|v(t)|2dx =

ˆ

T3

|u(t)|2dx, ∀t ≥ 0

P-a.s. For both assertions, the exceptional set is independent of t.

Proof. (i) By [42, Cor.B.2], we have, using the measure-preserving property of Φ,

ˆ

T3

|(−∆)
α
2

Φ v(t)|2dx =

ˆ

T3

∣
∣
[
(−∆)

α
2 (v(t) ◦ Φ(t)−1)

]
◦ Φ(t)

∣
∣
2
dx

=

ˆ

T3

∣
∣(−∆)

α
2 (v(t) ◦ Φ(t)−1)

∣
∣
2
dx ≤ C(α, θ)[v(t) ◦ Φ(t)−1]2θ.

Since
[v(t) ◦ Φ(t)−1]θ ≤ Lip(Φ(t)−1)θ[v(t)]θ ,

the claim follows with
Ct = Lip(Φ−1(t))2θC(α, θ), (2.9)

which is continuous in t for fixed ω, where Lip(f) denotes the Lipschitz constant of f : T3 → T3.

(ii) By the regularity of Φ, it is clear that u ∈ C(R+, C
θ(T3,R3)). Since θ > α and for every ε > 0

the inequality
ˆ

T3

|(−∆)
α
2 f |2dx ≤ C(ε, α)[f ]2α+ε

holds for every f ∈ Cθ(T3) and a constant C(ε, α) > 0 independent of f (see [42, Cor.B.2]),
u ∈ L2

loc(R+, H
α(T3,R3)) follows. Concerning (2.8), we have P-a.s.

ˆ

T3

|(−∆)
α
2

Φ v(t)|2dx =

ˆ

T3

∣
∣
[
(−∆)

α
2 (v(t) ◦ Φ(t)−1)

]∣
∣
2
dx =

ˆ

T3

|(−∆)
α
2 u(t)|2dx, ∀t ≥ 0,

where the left hand side is finite by (i). The final claim follows directly from the measure-
preserving property of each Φ(t), t ∈ R.

As a consequence, we can prove the following important lemma.

Lemma 2.8. Let 0 < α < θ. If (v, q) is a τ-Leray–Hopf solution to (2.5) such that v has paths in
C(R+, C

θ(T3,R3)) and initial condition v0, then (u, p), u = v◦Φ−1 and p = q◦Φ−1, is a τ-Leray–Hopf
solution to (1.1) such that u has paths in C(R+, C

θ(T3,R3)) and initial condition u0 = v0. In this
case, v and u have the same pathwise kinetic energy profile P-a.s.

Proof. Appealing to Lemma 2.7 (ii), the measure-preserving property of Φ, and since u(0, x) =
v(0,Φ(0)−1(x)) = v(0, x), it remains to prove that u is a solution to (1.1) if v is a solution to (2.5).
To this end, let h be as in (2.2) and note

´

T3 u · h dx =
´

T3 v · (h ◦ Φ) dx. By Itô’s formula, h ◦ Φ is a
semimartingale satisfying

d(h ◦ Φ) = (H0 ◦ Φ)dt+
∑

k∈K

[
(Hk + (σk · ∇)h) ◦ Φ

]
• dBk(t). (2.10)
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Thus, the process t 7→
´

T3 u(t, x) · h(t, x) dx is a semimartingale satisfying P-a.s.

d

ˆ

T3

u · h dx =

(
ˆ

T3

v ·
(
H0 ◦ Φ+ (v · ∇Φ − (−∆)αΦ)h ◦ Φ

)
dx

)

dt

+

(
ˆ

T3

qdivΦ(h ◦ Φ) dx
)

dt+
∑

k∈K

[
ˆ

T3

v ·
(
(Hk + (σk · ∇)h) ◦ Φ

)
]

• dBk

=

(
ˆ

T3

u ·
(
H0 + (u · ∇ − (−∆)α)h

)
dx+

ˆ

T3

pdivh dx

)

dt

+
∑

k∈K

[
ˆ

T3

u
(
Hk + (σk · ∇)h

)
]

• dBk.

Thus, (2.3) holds, which, by Lemma 2.2 completes the proof.

By Lemma 2.8, the following result is equivalent to Theorem 2.4.

Proposition 2.9. For 0 < α < α0 := 1
2cb+1 , where b and c are as in Section 4.2, there exists

v0 ∈ L2(T3,R3), an P-a.s. strictly positive (Ft)-stopping time τ0 : Ω → R+ and infinitely many τ0-
Leray–Hopf solutions to (2.5) with initial condition v0 and paths in C(R+, C

θ(T3)) for some θ > α.
Moreover, any two of these solutions are distinct on [0, τ0] P-a.s.

Thus, the remainder of the paper is devoted to the proof of the previous proposition, which in turn
proves our main result, Theorem 2.4.

3 Structure and conclusion of the proof

The proof of Theorem 2.4 consists in the proof of Proposition 2.9, which is divided into three main
steps, as presented now.

Step 1: Construction of Hölder regular solutions. Set

E :=

{

e ∈ C∞(R)
∣
∣ inf
t>0

e(t) > 0, ||e||C1 <∞
}

.

This step consists in proving the following result, which seems to be new itself.

Proposition 3.1. Let α ∈ (0, α̃0) (where α̃0 > α0 is given in Equ. (7.22) below) and e ∈ E. There is
a P-a.s. strictly positive (Ft)-stopping time τ : Ω → R+ and a solution v = v(e) to (2.5) with paths in
C(R+, C

θ(T3)) for some θ > 0 and deterministic initial condition v0 ∈ L2(T3;R3) such that P-a.s.

||v(t, ω)||2L2 = e(t), ∀0 ≤ t ≤ τ(ω). (3.1)

Moreover, if e1(0) = e2(0), then v(e1) and v(e2) have the same initial condition.

Corollary 3.2. For 0 < α < α0 = 1
2cb+1 < α̃0, where b and c are as in Section 4.2, the solutions v

from the previous proposition are in C0
≤τC

θ
x for α < θ < θ̄ := α0.

The proofs are given in Section 4. As we have pointed out before, v0 cannot be prescribed a priori,
and as of now we cannot make any statement about the set of initial conditions arising this way, except
its non-emptyness.
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Step 2: Choice of energies. Here we make a suitable choice for the energy profiles in Proposition
3.1 as follows. Its proof is given in Section 5.

Proposition 3.3. For every 0 < ε < 1, there is a family of non-increasing energy profiles {eεk}k∈N ⊆ E
such that

(i) eεk(0) = eεl (0), ∀k, l ∈ N,

(ii) for each k 6= l, there is a sequence tn → 0 as n→ ∞ with eεk(tn) 6= eεl (tn) for all n ∈ N,

(iii) there is 0 < r = r(ε) such that (eεk)
′(t) ≤ − 1

2 for all t ∈ [0, r) and k ∈ N,

(iv) |eεk|C1(R+) = 1, inft≥0 e
ε
k(t) =

ε
2 , supt≥0 e

ε
k(t) = ε for all k ∈ N.

Let 0 < α < α0. Denoting by vεk the solution related to eεk and by τ the stopping time from Step 1
(independent of ε and k), there is θ ∈ (α, α0) such that we have P-a.s.

sup
k∈N

sup
t∈[0,τ ]

||vεk(t)||2Cθ

ε→0−−−→ 0, (3.2)

with convergence is uniform in ω ∈ Ω′, where Ω′ ⊆ Ω is the set of those ω for which the convergence
holds.

Step 3: Conclusion. Via Steps 1 and 2, the proof of Proposition 2.9 is completed as follows.
Let ε ∈ (0, 1), 0 < α < α0 as in Corollary 3.2, (eεk)k∈N a family of energies as in Step 2, and let

(vεk)k∈N and τ be the corresponding solutions and stopping time from Step 1. By the last assertion of
Step 1 and (i) of Proposition 3.3, we have vεk(0) = vεl (0) for all k, l ∈ N, and we denote this common
initial condition by vε0. To finish the proof, it is now sufficient to find ε > 0 such that each vεk satisfies
(2.6) pathwise P-a.s. on [0, τε], where we set

τε := τ ∧ τLip ∧ r(ε) ≤ ε, (3.3)

with r(ε) > 0 as in (iii) of Proposition 3.3 and the (Ft)-stopping time τLip is defined by

τLip(ω) := inf{t > 0 : Lip(Φ−1(t, ω)) > 2}.
Note that τLip > 0 P-a.s., since Lip(Φ−1(0, ω)) = 1 and t 7→ Lip(Φ−1(t, ω)) is continuous. Thus,
comparing with (2.9) and Lemma 2.7 (i), for 0 ≤ t ≤ τε, the constant on the right hand side of (2.7)
can be replaced by a constant C > 0, which depends on α, θ, but not on ω, ε or t.

Fix k ∈ N, write vε = vεk and let 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ τε. Lemma 2.7 (i) with the aforementioned ω- and
t-independent constant C on its right hand side entails

2

ˆ t

s

ˆ

T3

|(−∆)
α
2

Φ v
ε(r, x)|2dxdr ≤ (t− s)C sup

r∈[0,τε]

||vε(r)||2θ ,

P-a.s. By (iii) of Proposition 3.3,

||vε(s)||2L2 − ||vε(t)||2L2 = eε(s)− eε(t) = −
ˆ t

s

(eε)′(r)dr ≥ t− s

2
.

Thus it remains to obtain P-a.s. the estimate

sup
r∈[0,τε]

||vε(r)||2θ ≤ (2C)−1.

Since C does not depend on ε or ω, this follows from (3.2) (recall that the latter holds uniformly in
ω ∈ Ω′) by choosing ε sufficiently small. For such ε, we set

τ0 := τε,

where τε is as in (3.3). Finally, (ii) of Proposition 3.3 implies vεk 6= vεl pathwise P-a.s. on [0, τ0] for all
k 6= l.

In the remainder of the paper, we prove Propositions 3.1 and 3.3.
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4 Proof of Proposition 3.1

4.1 The flow map

4.1.1 Mollification of the noise

Recall that B = (Bk)k∈I is an R
|K|-valued Brownian motion. Let us assume that every realization

of B has local Cγ time regularity, γ ∈ (1/3, 1/2). This means that the associated flow φ should have
the same time regularity in time, which is not sufficient for our purposes. Therefore, we introduce a
sequence of mollified flows (φn)n∈N for the convex integration scheme as follows.

Let ςn > 0 to be determined below such that at least ςn is monotonically decreasing in n and
satisfies (n+1)ςγ−βn , β ∈ (0, γ). Then, let Θ: R → R be a smooth mollified with support in (0, 1) and
set

Θn(t) := ς−1
n Θ(tς−1

n ), Bn(t) := (B ∗Θn)(t) =
ˆ

R

B(t− s)Θn(s)ds,

where by convention we set B(t− s) = B(0) = 0 for t− s < 0, and the convolution is component-wise,
i.e. (Bn)

k = Bkn = (Bk ∗ Θn), k ∈ I. Then obviously Bn is smooth for all t ∈ R and identically zero
for t < 0. Then define φn as the solution to the equation

φn(t, x) := x+
∑

k∈I

ˆ t

0

σk(φn(s, x))dB
k
n(s), x ∈ T

3, t ∈ R, (4.1)

where the integral is understood as a pathwise Riemann-Stieltjes integral. Note that φn(t, x) =
φn(0, x) = x for t < 0. We similarly extend the flow φ to t < 0 by setting φ(t, x) = φ(0, x) = x.
As the σk are divergence-free, the map φn(t, ·) is measure-preserving with probability one. Finally
note that by the Wong–Zakai theorem, φn is indeed an approximation to the (Stratonovich) flow φ.

4.1.2 Localisation

Following [23], we want to work in the framework of rough paths (cf. [21]). To this end, we enhance
the Brownian motion B by its step-2 Stratonovich lift

B(s, t) :=

ˆ t

s

(B(r) −B(s))⊗ ◦dB(r),

and the mollified process Bn by its step-2 Lyons lift (given by the Riemann–Stieltjes integral)

Bn(s, t) :=

ˆ t

s

(Bn(r)−Bn(s))⊗ dBn(r).

Then both B := (B,B), Bn := (Bn,Bn) are geometric γ-Hölder rough paths.
As was shown in [23, Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.2] (to which we refer for more details), there exist

a suitable increasing and diverging sequence (KL)L∈N with K0 = K1 ≤ KL for all L ∈ N and an
associated stopping time sL ≤ KL with limL→∞ sL = ∞ almost surely. Now define

tL := sL ∧ inf
{

s ≥ 0 : ‖B‖Cγ
≤s
> KL

}

∧ inf
{

s ≥ 0 : ‖B‖C2γ
≤s
> KL

}

. (4.2)

Then (tL)L∈N is a sequence of non-decreasing stopping times such that limL→∞ tL = ∞ almost surely,
and for a constant C = C(K0, γ, β) we have

‖φn+1 − φn‖Cβ
≤tL

Cκ
x
≤ CL(n+ 1)ςγ−βn , ‖φn‖Cγ

≤tL
Cκ

x
≤ CL, (4.3)

‖φ−1
n+1 − φ−1

n ‖Cβ
≤tL

Cκ
x
≤ CL(n+ 1)ςγ−βn , ‖φ−1

n ‖Cγ
≤tL

Cκ
x
≤ CL, (4.4)

‖φn‖Cr
≤tL

Cκ
x
≤ CLςγ−rn , ‖φ−1

n ‖Cr
≤tL

Cκ
x
≤ CLςγ−rn . (4.5)
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4.2 The main iterative proposition

We make the following choices of parameters:

δn := a1−b
n

, Dn := acb
n

, Ln := Lm
n+1

,

where

a ≥ 2, b = m+ ǫ, c =
b4(1 + ǫ)− 1/2

b− 1− ǫ
, ǫ > 0,

and m ≥ 4 is given in Proposition 4.1 below. The precise choice of these constants will be discussed
in Remark 4.2 and proven in Section 7.3.

Consider the Euler–Reynolds system

∂tv + divφ(v ⊗ v) +∇φq + (−∆)αφv = divφR̊. (4.6)

The following result is the key step for the proof of Proposition 3.1. Its proof will be given in Section
7.

Proposition 4.1 (Main iterative proposition). Let e ∈ E and set

e := inf
t∈R

e(t) > 0, ē := sup
t∈R

e(t) <∞.

Then there exist constants ǫ,m as above, a constant a ≥ 2 depending on e, ē, |e|C1
t
,K0, a constant

η ∈ (0, 1) depending on e, ē, a constant Mq depending on e, ē, a constant Mv depending on ē, and a
constant A ∈ (0,∞) depending on e, ē, |e|C1

t
with the following property:

Fix φn as in (4.1) and let (vn, qn, φn, R̊n), n ∈ N, be a smooth solution of (4.6) such that vn has
mean zero, satisfying the inductive estimates

∣
∣
∣
∣
e(t)(1− δn)−

ˆ

T3

|vn(t, x)|2dx
∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ 1

4
δne(t), t ≤ t, (4.7)

and for every L ∈ N

‖R̊n‖C≤tL
Cx ≤ ηLnδn+1, (4.8)

‖qn‖C≤tL
Cx ≤MqLn

n−1∑

k=0

δk, (4.9)

‖divφnvn‖C≤tL
B−1

∞,∞
≤ Lnδ

5/4
n+2, (4.10)

max
{

‖vn‖C1
≤tL,x

, ‖qn‖C1
≤tL,x

, ‖R̊n‖C≤tL
C1

x

}

≤ LnDn. (4.11)

Then there exists a second quadruple (vn+1, qn+1, φn+1, R̊n+1) solving (4.6) satisfying (4.1) and the
inductive estimates (4.7)–(4.11) with n replaced by n+ 1, and for every L ∈ N, L ≥ 1

‖vn+1 − vn‖C≤tL
Cx ≤MvL

4
nδ

1/2
n , (4.12)

‖qn+1 − qn‖C≤tL
Cx ≤MqLnδn, (4.13)

max
{

‖vn+1‖C1
≤tL,x

, ‖qn+1‖C1
≤tL,x

, ‖R̊n+1‖C≤tL
C1

x

}

≤ ALn+1δ
1/2
n

(
Dn

δn+4

)1+ǫ

. (4.14)

Moreover, the quadruple (vn+1, qn+1, φn+1, R̊n+1) evaluated at time t ∈ [0,∞) depends only on e(s),
φ(y, s), vk(y, s), qk(y, s), φk(y, s), R̊k(y, s) for arbitrary s ≤ t, k ≤ n, and y ∈ T3, and vn+1 has zero
mean.

The (important!) precise form of the constant a can be found in Equ. (7.23), η in Equ. (6.19), Mq

in Equ. (6.36), Mv in Section 7.5, and A can be found in Equ. (7.14).
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Remark 4.2. Let us briefly comment on the form of b = m + ǫ. The idea is that b > 1 should
be as close to 1 as possible, i.e. b = 1 + ǫ for ǫ small, as in the proof of the Onsager conjecture
[30, 10]. However, due to technical limitations this is not possible at the current stage. In fact, in our
case, ǫ = 15 and m = 23, so b = 38, cf. Section 6.1. Advances in the methods of stochastic convex
integration used here are expected to allow one to take smaller values for b.

4.3 Proof of Proposition 3.1

Given the main iterative proposition, the proof of Proposition 3.1 is obtained as follows.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Let e ∈ E . We start the convex integration scheme with the initial stage
(v0, q0, R̊0) = (0, 0, 0). This triple trivially satisfy Equ. (4.6). The Equ. (4.8), (4.9) and (4.10), (4.11)
hold trivially, and Equ. (4.7) holds because δ0 = 1, so the left-hand side equals zero.

We then apply Proposition 4.1 iteratively to obtain a sequence of (vn)n∈N that satisfy

‖vn‖C≤tL
Cx ≤Mv

∑

k≤n
Lka

1
2 (1−b

k) ≤MvLn
∑

n∈N

2
1
2 (1−4k) ≤ 2MvLn,

‖vn‖C≤tL
C1

x
≤ LnDn,

where we used the definition of c and the choice a ≥ A
1

ǫ+1/2 to get

Aδ1/2n

(
Dn

δn+4

)1+ǫ

≤ Dn+1.

Concerning the increments of the velocity field, Proposition 4.1 ensures

‖vn+1 − vn‖C≤tL
Cx ≤MvL

4
nδ

1/2
n =MvL

4mn+1

a
1
2 (1−b

n),

‖vn+1 − vn‖C≤tL
C1

x
≤ 2Ln+1Dn+1 = 2Lm

n+2

acb
n+1

,

which, by interpolation, implies

‖vn+1 − vn‖C≤tL
Cθ

x
≤ 2θM1−θ

v L(1−θ)4mn+1

Lθm
n+2

a
1−θ
2 a(θcb−

1−θ
2 )bn

m≥4

≤ 2M1−θ
v Lm

n+2

a
1−θ
2 a(θcb−

1−θ
2 )bn ,

and therefore also for L = 1

||v||C0
≤t
Cθ

x
≤
∑

n≥0

||vn+1 − vn||C0
≤t
Cθ

x
≤ 2M1−θ

v a
1−θ
2

∑

n≥0

a(θcb−
1−θ
2 )bn . (4.15)

Now we choose

0 < θ <
1

2cb+ 1
=

m− 1

2(1 + ǫ)(m+ ǫ)5 − 1− ǫ
= α0, (4.16)

which implies θcb− 1−θ
2 =: −r < 0. Then we define

n0 := max
{

n ∈ N : Lm
n+2

> arb
n−1
}

,

where the maximum exists because b > m and r > 0. We see that

n0 <
log logL+ 2 logm− log r + log b− log log a

log b− logm
≤ C(1 + log logL)
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for some constant C = C(e) not depending on L. With this choice of n0, we can split the sum and
estimate

∑

n∈N

‖vn+1 − vn‖C≤tL
Cθ

x
=
∑

n≤n0

‖vn+1 − vn‖C≤tL
Cθ

x
+
∑

n>n0

‖vn+1 − vn‖C≤tL
Cθ

x

≤ CM1−θ
v a1/2

(

Lm
n0+3

+ 1
)

≤ CM1−θ
v a1/2Lm

C(1+log log L)

,

where C varies from line to line. This then implies that vn converges in C≤tLC
θ
x ∩ Cθ≤tL

Cx to a limit
v with a bound uniform in ω ∈ Ω:

‖v‖Cθ
≤tL,x

≤ CM1−θ
v a1/2Lm

C(1+log log L)

.

One can easily convince oneself that v restricted to (−∞, tL−1] is the limit of vn in C≤tL−1C
θ
x∩Cθ≤tL−1

Cx

for every L ∈ N. In this way, we can uniquely identify a limit in ClocC
θ
x ∩ CθlocCx, which we denote

again by v, by gluing together limits for different values of L.
Note that, as vn(· ∧ tL) is progressively measurable for every n ∈ N and L ≥ 1, the limit process

v(· ∧ tL) is also progressively measurable, and therefore, v is progressively measurable. As e(t) > 0 for
all t, the above convergence and Equ. (4.7) imply

ˆ

T3

|v(t, x)|2dx = e(t), t ≤ t.

Note that t = t1 does not depend on the energy profile e.
Now, in the same way as before, we see that qn converges to a Hölder-regular limit. The exact

regularity is a bit different, namely as ‖qn+1 − qn‖C≤tL
C ≤MqLnδn =MqL

mn+1

a1−b
n

, we have

‖qn+1 − qn‖C≤tL
Cθ′ ≤ 2M1−θ′

q Lm
n+2

a1−θa(θ
′cb−(1−θ′))bn .

This implies that q is Hölder-continuous with Hölder exponent θ′ such that

0 < θ′ < θ̄′ :=
1

cb+ 1
, (4.17)

which is approximately twice the Hölder regularity of v for large values of b. Up to choosing a smaller
θ, we can then suppose θ′ = 2θ and therefore, the limit of (qn)n∈N satisfies a uniform-in-ω bound

‖q‖C2θ
≤tL,x

≤ CM1−2θ
q aLm

C(1+log log L)

.

Finally note that for every L ∈ N, φn → φ, φ−1
n → φ−1 in C≤tLC

2
x almost surely by Equ. (4.3), (4.4),

as well as R̊n → 0 a.s. in C≤tLCx and divφnvn → 0 in C≤tLB
−1
∞,∞ a.s. by using the iterative estimates

Equ. (4.8), (4.10), respectively as well as b > m. This implies that (v, q) solves Equ. (2.5) on [0, tL].
Since L ∈ N was arbitrary and tL → ∞ as L→ ∞, we get global in time solutions.

Moreover, we see that the stopping time is τ = t = t1, which is clearly independent of e and strictly
positive, a.s., since B(0) = 0. Finally, if we take two energy profiles e1, e2 with e1(0) = e2(0), we get
by Proposition 4.1 that

v(1)n (0) = v(2)n (0) (4.18)

for all n ∈ N and that these initial values only depends on e(s), φ(y, s), vk(y, s), qk(y, s), φk(y, s),
R̊k(y, s) for k < n and s ≤ 0. As all of these are deterministic, we get that the initial condition for
every n ∈ N is deterministic. Taking the limit n → ∞ in Equ. (4.18), we find that v(1)(0) = v(2)(0)
and that the initial condition is deterministic.
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5 Proof of Proposition 3.3

Proof of Proposition 3.3. The existence of non-increasing functions eεk : R+ → R+ with properties
(i)-(iv) follows from simple algebraic considerations, and we fix, for every 0 < ε < 1, such a family. By
Step 1 and assumption, there is a family of solutions (vεk)k∈N to (2.5) with paths in C(R+, C

θ(T3,R3))
P-a.s. for θ > α, and a P-a.s. strictly positive (Ft)-stopping time τ : Ω → R+, independent of ε and
k, such that P-a.s.

||vεk(t, ω)||2L2 = eεk(t), ∀0 ≤ t ≤ τ(ω).

Since all subsequent estimates involving eεk and vεk will only depend on the infimum and supremum of
eεk, which is independent of k by (iii) in Proposition 3.3, we now write eε and vε instead of eεk and vεk.

It remains to prove (3.2). By (7.14) and ēε = ε and eε = ε
2 , we have

A = 8Ãe

(
1 + ē

e

)2

.

Thus, since r = 9, ǫ = 15, we obtain (see (7.23))

a = 2
44
31

(

Ãe

(
1 + ε

ε

)3) 2
31

. (5.1)

Regarding Mv, since ē
ε = ε, we see E = Cε

1
2 < 1, so that by (7.25), for ε sufficiently small we have

Mv ∈
[
ε

1
2 , 2ε

1
2

]
.

In particular Mv < 1. Therefore we can estimate (cf. Lemma 7.5)

1 < Ãe ≤ Cε−
1
2 . (5.2)

Then, revisiting (4.15), we see, using the previous expressions and estimates for a,Mv and Ãe

sup
t∈[0,τ ]

||vε(t)||Cθ
x
≤M1−θ

v a
1−θ
2

∑

n≥0

a(θcb−
1−θ
2 )bn

. ε
1−θ
2 ε−(1−θ) 3

31 ε−(1−θ) 1
62

∑

n≥0

Ã
2
31 (θbc−

1−θ
2 )bn

e ε
6
31 (

1−θ
2 −θbc)bn (5.3)

. ε(1−θ)(
1
2− 3

31− 1
62 )
∑

n≥0

ε
6
31 (

1−θ
2 −θbc)bn .

Since (1 − θ)(12 − 3
31 − 1

62 ) > 0 and 6
31 (

1−θ
2 − θbc)bn > 0, we obtain (3.2).

6 Convex integration scheme

It remains to prove the main iterative proposition 4.1 via convex integration techniques. This is the
content of this and the subsequent section.

6.1 Choice of parameters

In this section, we collect the parameters used in the convex integration scheme. First, recall that

δn = a1−b
n

, Dn = acb
n

, Ln := Lm
n+1

,
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where

b = m+ ǫ, c =
b4(1 + ǫ)− 1

2

b− 1− ǫ
,

and the coefficients a ≥ 2,m ≥ 4, ǫ > 0 will be determined in Section 7. The parameter δn decays
in n and determines the “amplitude” along the iteration of several quantities, cf. Equ. (4.7)–(4.10)
as well as (4.12), (4.13). It will ensure that the energy profile is attained, that the stress term and
the divergence of vn vanish in the limit (making the limit a solution to the actual, incompressible
fractional stochastic Navier–Stokes equations), and that the limiting vector field v =

∑∞
n=0(vn+1−vn)

and pressure q =
∑∞

n=0(qn+1 − qn) converge. The parameter Dn measures the growth of derivatives
(with the heuristic that taking a derivative along the iteration should “cost” a factor of roughly Dn).
By using the definition, it follows immediately that

δ
6/5
n+2δ

−1/2
n+1 δ

−1/2
n = a1/5a−b

n( 6
5 b

2− 1
2 b− 1

2 )
b>1
< 1. (6.1)

The parameter Ln controls the growth of the iterative estimates on increasingly large time intervals
of the form [0, tL], L ∈ N.

We will use two mollification parameters for the convex integration scheme, one for the temporal
mollification of the noise, and one for the space-time mollification of the other quantities of the scheme
to avoid loss of derivative. To this end, let us fix γ ∈ (1/3, 1/2) close to 1/2. Then we define

ℓγ :=
cn,ℓ
Cℓ

δ
4
3
n+3

Dn
, ςγ∗n :=

1

Cς

δ
4
3
n+3

n+ 1
, (6.2)

where Cℓ, Cς > 1 are sufficiently large and γ∗ ∈ (0, γ) will be chosen sufficiently close to γ, and all
independent of n, whereas cn,ℓ ∈ [1, 2) is chosen such that ℓ−1 is an integer power of 2 (to apply
Lemma B.14 in Sections 6.7.5, 6.7.6). The additional parameter γ∗ is useful as an application of Equ.
(4.3)–(4.5) in Section 6.7.3 will require us to pick a further parameter γ′ ∈ (γ∗, γ). From the definitions
it is clear that

ℓ ≤ (n+ 1)ςγ
′

n . (6.3)

We will need to introduce two further large parameters λ, µ ∈ N (depending on n) such that λ/µ ∈ N,
which immediately implies that λ ≥ µ. These two parameters will determine the frequency of space-
time oscillations of the building blocks of the convex integration scheme. Following [23], we choose
r∗ ≥ 7 and

µ := cn,µCµℓ
−r∗ ,

where again Cµ > 1 is possibly large but finite and independent of n, and cn,µ ∈ (1, 2) is chosen such
that µ ∈ N, and

λ := cn,λµ
2ςγ−2
n+1

where cn,λ ∈ (1, 2) is chosen such that cn,λς
γ−2
n+1 ∈ N, which implies λ ∈ N and λ/µ ∈ N.

We fix η = e

8C(1+
√
ē)
, where C depends only on the mollifier χ, cf. Equ 6.19. Let us assume without

loss of generality the following relations:

Dnℓ
γ ≤ ηδ

9/7
n+3δn ≤ ηδn+1 ≤ ηδn, (6.4)

Dn ≤ ςγ−1
n+1 , (6.5)

µ2ςγ−2
n+1 ≤ λ ≤ Dn+1, (6.6)

(n+ 1)ςγ
′

n ≤ δ1/2n δ
9/7
n+3, (6.7)

λr ≥ µr+5ς
(r+5)(γ−1)−2
n+1

(

Dnℓ
−r−4 + ςγ−1

n+1

)

, ∀r ≥ r∗, (6.8)

1

µ
≤ δ

6/5
n+2. (6.9)
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The last condition immediately implies, as by definition λ = cn,λµ
2ςγ−2
n+1 > µ2ςγ−2

n+1 and ςn+1 ≤ 1, that

µςγ−1
n+1

λ
≤ ςn+1

µ
≤ 1

µ

Equ. (6.9)

≤ δ
6/5
n+2

Equ. (6.1)

≤ δ
1/2
n+1δ

1/2
n . (6.10)

The first inequality in (6.4) will be used just once, namely in the proof of iterative estimate Equ. (4.10)
using Proposition 6.19 below.

Notice that the condition λ ≤ Dn+1 of Equ. (6.6) requires that the parameters A and ǫ in
Proposition 4.1 are sufficiently large, cf. Equ. (7.10) and Equ. (7.17) below. More details on this and
on the other parameter choices will be given in Section 7.

6.2 Mollification

Let χ ∈ C∞
c ([0, 1)× [−1, 1]3) be a standard mollifier. Set χℓ(t, x) := ℓ−4χ(ℓ−1t, ℓ−1x) and

vℓ := vn ∗ χℓ, qℓ := qn ∗ χℓ, R̊ℓ := R̊n ∗ χℓ.

Note that vn, qn and R̊n are also defined for negative times and thus satisfy (4.6) in an analytically
strong sense. We shall need in the following that vℓ, qℓ, R̊ℓ satisfy the equation

∂tvℓ + χℓ ∗ divφn(vn ⊗ vn) + χℓ ∗ ∇φnqn + χℓ ∗ (−∆)αφn
vn = χℓ ∗ divφnR̊n. (6.11)

Using standard mollification estimates, we have

‖vℓ − vn‖C0
≤tL

C0
x
≤ Cℓ‖vn‖C1

≤tL,x

Equ. (4.11)

≤ CℓLnDn

Equ. (6.4)

≤ CηLnδn, (6.12)

‖vℓ‖C0
≤tL

C0
x
≤ ‖vn‖C0

≤tL
C0

x

Equ. (4.12)

≤ MvL
4
n−1

n−1∑

k=0

δ
1/2
k ≤ 2MvL

4
n−1 ≤ 2MvLn, (6.13)

‖vℓ‖C1
t,x

≤ ‖vn‖C1
t,x

Equ. (4.11)

≤ LnDn (6.14)

‖vℓ‖C1
≤tL,x

≤ Cℓ−1‖vn‖C0
≤tL,x

Equ. (6.13)

≤ Cℓ−1MvLn (6.15)

‖vℓ‖C0
≤tL

CN+1
x

≤ CN ℓ
−NLnDn, (6.16)

‖vℓ‖C0
tC

δ
x

Equ. (1.4)

≤ C

(

‖vℓ‖C0
≤tL

C0
x
+ sup

t
[vℓ]Cδ

x

)

≤ C

(

‖vℓ‖C0
≤tL,x

+ ‖vℓ‖1−δC0
≤tL,x

‖vℓ‖δC0
≤tL

C1
x

)

Equ. (6.15)

≤ Cℓ−δ‖vn‖C0
≤tL,x

≤ CMvLnℓ
−δ, δ ∈ [0, 1]. (6.17)

Similarly to the last estimate, we get from Equ. (4.11) and (4.12) that

‖vn‖C0
≤tL

Cδ
x

Equ. (1.4)

≤ C

(

‖vn‖C0
≤tL,x

+ ‖vn‖1−δC0
≤tL,x

‖vn‖δC0
≤tL

C1
x

)

≤ C
(
Mv +M1−δ

v

)
LnD

δ
n, δ ∈ (0, 1).

(6.18)

6.3 Modified Beltrami flows

We follow [23, Section 3.3] in defining the fundamental building blocks of our convex integration
scheme, based on the Beltrami flows of [14]. Let k ∈ Z3\{0}. We define

Mk := Id− k

|k| ⊗
k

|k| .
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Let λ0 ≥ 1 and Ak ∈ R3 such that Ak · k = 0, |Ak| = 1
2 and A−k = Ak for k ∈ Z3 with |k| = λ0. Let

us further define the complex vectors

Ek := Ak + i
k

|k| ×Ak ∈ C
3.

By the symmetry condition on the coefficients, for any matching collection {ak}k∈Z3,|k|=λ0
of complex

numbers ak ∈ C such that a−k = āk for every k (āk denotes the complex conjugate of ak), the vector
field

E(t, x) :=
∑

|k|=λ0

akEke
ik·φn+1(t,x)

is real-valued and satisfies the relations

divφn+1E = 0, divφn+1(E ⊗ E) = ∇φn+1

( |E|2
2

)

.

Moreover, the fact that φn+1 is measure-preserving implies that

1

(2π)3

ˆ

T3

E ⊗ E dx =
1

2

∑

|k|=λ0

|ak|2Mk.

Following [23], we shall call E a modified Beltrami wave. Note that since E is time-dependent, it is
not a solution of the stationary Euler equations, unlike the classical Beltrami waves of [14].

6.4 The transport coefficients

We introduce a suitable decomposition of the state space of the velocity field: let c1, c2 be two universal

constants such that
√
3
2 < c1 < c2 < 1, and let ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Bc2(0)) identical to 1 on Bc1(0). Next, let
Cj, j = 1, ..., 8, denote the eight equivalence classes of Z3/(2Z)3, then by defining

ϕk(x) := ϕ(x − k), k ∈ Z
3,

observe that if k 6= l ∈ Cj , then |k − l| ≥ 2 > 2c2 and ϕk and ϕl have disjoint supports.
Furthermore define the function

ϕ∑ :=
∑

k∈Z3

ϕ2
k

which is smooth, bounded and bounded away from zero. Hence for v ∈ R3, τ ∈ R set

αk(v) :=
ϕk(v)√
ϕ∑

, k ∈ Z
3,

ψ
(j)
k (v, τ) :=

∑

l∈Cj

αl(µv)e
−ik· l

µ τ , k ∈ Z
3, j = 1, ..., 8.

As in [23, Section 3.4], we make use of the following properties:

8∑

j=1

∣
∣
∣ψ

(j)
k (v, τ)

∣
∣
∣

2

= 1

and for any r ∈ N, k ∈ Z
3 and j = 1, ..., 8 it holds that

sup
v,τ

∣
∣
∣Dr

vψ
(j)
k (v, τ)

∣
∣
∣ ≤ C(r, |k|)µr, r ∈ N,

sup
|v|≤V,τ

∣
∣
∣Dr

v∂
h
τ ψ

(j)
k (v, τ)

∣
∣
∣ ≤ C(r, h, |k|)V hµr,

sup
|v|≤V,τ

∣
∣
∣Dr

v

(

∂τψ
(j)
k (v, τ) + i(k · v)ψ(j)

k (v, τ)
)∣
∣
∣ ≤ C(r, |k|)µr−1
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for any given V > 0.

6.5 The energy pumping term

In view of prescribing the energy profile e, we introduce the following term to track the energy of the
solutions constructed at each iteration:

ẽ(t) := ẽn+1(t) :=
1

3(2π)3

(

e(t) (1− δn+1)−
ˆ

T3

|vℓ(t, x)|2dx
)

.

Then, recalling from [23, Lemma 3.1], for

η :=
e

8C(1 +
√
ē)
, (6.19)

where C only depends on the mollifier, we obtain the bounds almost surely for all t ≤ t

ẽ(t) ≤ 1

3(2π)3

(
5

4
ē+ Cη(1 +

√
ē)

)

δn,

ẽ(t) ≥ e

24(2π)3
δn.

Moreover, let γn : [0,∞) → R+ be a function such that

γn(t) = ẽ(t), ∀t ≤ t,

1

2
ẽ(t) ≤ γn(t) ≤

3

2
ẽ(t), ∀t ≥ t,

‖γn‖Ck
t
≤ C‖ẽ≤t‖Ck

t
, ∀k ≤ 2.

(6.20)

6.6 The perturbations

Recall the geometric lemma of [14, Lemma 3.2]:

Lemma 6.1. For every N ∈ N, there exists an r0 > 0 and λ0 > 1 such that there exist pairwise
disjoint, finite subsets Λj ⊂ {k ∈ Z3 : |k| = λ0}, for j ∈ {1, . . . , N}, as well as smooth positive
functions

γ
(j)
k ∈ C∞ (Br0(Id)) , j ∈ {1, . . . , N}, k ∈ Λj ,

such that k ∈ Λj implies −k ∈ Λj as well as γ
(j)
−k = γ

(j)
k . For each R ∈ Br0(Id) we have the identity

R =
1

2

∑

k∈Λj

(

γ
(j)
k (R)

)2

Mk, ∀R ∈ Br0(Id).

We apply the lemma with N = 8 to obtain λ0 > 1, r0 > 0 and pairwise disjoint families Λj as well

as positive functions γ
(j)
k ∈ C∞ (Br0(Id)) for k ∈ Λj, j ∈ {1, . . . , 8}. Define

W (s, y, τ, ξ) =
∑

k∈Λ

ak(s, y, τ)Eke
ik·ξ, (6.21)

where Λ =
⋃8
j=1 Λj , and we define the amplitude coefficients as (recall that γn was defined in Equ.
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(6.20))

ak(s, y, τ) := 1{k∈Λj}
√

ρℓ(s, y) γ
(j)
k

(
Rℓ(s, y)

ρℓ(s, y)

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=Γ(s,y)

ψ
(j)
k (ṽ(s, y), τ)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=Ψ(s,y,τ)

,

Rℓ(s, y) := ρℓ(s, y)Id− R̊ℓ(s, y),

ρℓ(s, y) := ρ̃ℓ(s, y) + γn(s), (6.22)

ρ̃ℓ(s, y) :=
2

r0

√

η2δ2n+1 + |R̊ℓ(s, y)|2,

ṽ(s, y) := vℓ(y, s) + φ̇n+1(y, s). (6.23)

First, we summarize the estimates on the functions ρ̃ℓ.

Lemma 6.2. We have

‖ρ̃ℓ‖C≤tL
Cx ≤ 4

r0
Lnηδn+1,

‖ρ̃ℓ‖C1
≤tL,x

≤ CLnℓ
−1ηδn+1.

For the proof see Section 8.1.
Hence we immediately obtain by the above lemma and the choice of η in Section 6.5

‖ρℓ‖C≤tL
Cx ≤ 4

r0
Lnηδn+1 +

1

3(2π)3

(
5

4
ē+ Cη(1 +

√
ē)

)

δn

≤ CLn

(

ē+ η(1 +
√
ē)
)

δn ≤ CLnēδn,

‖ρℓ‖CtCx ≥ Ceδn.

In the course of the convex integration analysis we need to control various norms of the amplitude a
which we collect in the following proposition. The proof closely follows [23], however in our context,
we need to specify the exact dependence on the energy profile.

Proposition 6.3. For δ ∈ [0, 1] and t ∈ [0, tL]

‖ak‖Cδ
y
≤ C(1),δ

e L
5
2
nµ

δς
δ(α−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n , (6.24)

‖∂τak‖Cδ
y
≤ C(2),δ

e (1 +Mv)L
7
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n+1 δ

1
2
n , (6.25)

‖∂τak + i(k · ṽ)ak‖Cδ
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5
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n+1 δ

1
2
n , (6.26)

‖∂sak‖Cy ≤ C(4),0
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5
2
nµς

α−2
n+1 δ

1
2
n , (6.27)

and for r ∈ N and t ∈ [0, tL],

‖ak‖Cr
y
≤ C(5),r

e L
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2
n δ
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rς
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2
n µr+1ς
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n+1 δ

1
2
n

(
Dnℓ

1−r + ςα−1
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)
, (6.31)
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where

C(1),δ
e = C

(√
ē+ e−

1
2 η1−δ +

√
ēη1−δe−1

)

,

C(2),δ
e ∼ C(1),δ

e ,
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√
e

+
√
ē
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1 +
η

e

(

1 +
η

e
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√
ē+ η−1|e|C1)

)))

,
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√
ē
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e η + η2
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C(j)
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e ,
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e ,
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ē
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(
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ē

(
ē
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,
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√
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√
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)((
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η

e
(1 +

√
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)

,

C∂s(3),re = C
√
ē
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√
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)
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(
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√
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e
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.

For the proof, see Section 8.1. Furthermore, note that the constants C
(r)
e and C

(5),r
e are monotone

nondecreasing in r. Moreover, by this monotonicity, we see that all the r-dependent constants except

for C
(1),r
e , C

(2),r
e and C

(3),r
e are monotone nondecreasing in r > 0.
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Denote C
(j),r+δ
e := (C

(j),r+1
e )δ(C

(j),r
e )1−δ. Furthermore it holds for r ∈ N and t ∈ [0, tL],
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6.6.1 The principal part

We define the principal part of the perturbation using the functions defined in the previous section:

wo(t, x) :=W (t, x, λt, λφn+1(t, x)).

By choice of γ
(j)
k , ψ

(j)
k , one can immediately see that for t ∈ [0, tL]

|wo(t, x)| ≤ C
∑

k

|ak(t, x, λt)| ≤ C
√

|ρℓ(t, x)| ≤ CL
1
2
n

√
ēδ

1
2
n . (6.32)

From [23, Corollary 4.2], we obtain

Proposition 6.4. Let W =W (y, s, ξ τ) be defined by (6.21). Then we have

W ⊗W (y, s, ξ, τ) = Rℓ(y, s) +
∑

1≤|k|≤2λ0

Uk(y, s, τ)e
ik·ξ, (6.33)

where Uk ∈ C∞
loc(T

3×R2,S3×3), k ∈ Λ, satisfies Ukk = 1
2 Tr(Uk)k. Moreover, for any fixed s ≤ tL, τ ≤

λtL, L ≥ 1, and for every δ ∈ (0, 1], r ∈ N, 2 ≤ r ≤ r∗ + 5, we have

‖Uk(·, s, τ)‖Cδ
x
≤ CL3

n

√
ēC(1),δ

e µδς
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n+1 δn,

‖Uk(·, s, τ)‖Cr
x
≤ CL2r+3

n C(7),r
e µrς

r(α−1)
n+1 δn.

For the proof, see Section 8.2. Moreover, we have the following estimates for wo.

Lemma 6.5. Fix r ≥ r∗ + 2. Then for δ ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small it holds

‖wo‖C≤tL
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x
≤ CL2δL

5
2
nC

(1),δ
e λδδ
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‖wo‖C≤tL
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5
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e + (C(5),2
e )δ(C(1),1

e )1−δ)λ1+δδ
1
2
n ,

‖∂two‖C≤tL
C0

x
≤ C∂two

e L3(1+δ)L
9
2
nλ

1+δδ
1
2
n ,

with C∂two
e specified in the proof.

The proof can also be found in Section 8.2.
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6.6.2 The corrector terms

Let P := I −Q be the classical Leray–Helmholtz projector on zero-mean, divergence-free vector fields.
As before, define the corresponding flowed operators

Pφn+1v :=
[
P(v ◦ φ−1

n+1)
]
◦ φn+1, Qφn+1v :=

[
Q(v ◦ φ−1

n+1)
]
◦ φn+1.

Then using the definitions we can see that

divφn+1Pφn+1 =
[
div(P(v ◦ φ−1

n+1)
]
◦ φn+1 = 0,

divφn+1Qφn+1 =
[
div(Q(v ◦ φ−1

n+1)
]
◦ φn+1 = divφn+1v.

Further, denoting by ψ the zero-mean solution of the Poisson equation ∆φn+1ψ = divφn+1v, where

∆φn+1v := [∆(v ◦ φ−1
n+1)] ◦ φn+1, we have the alternative representation

Qφn+1v = ∇φn+1ψ +
1

(2π)3

ˆ

T3

vdx,

if v ∈ C∞(T3;R3). As in [23], the strategy to control divφn+1vn+1, is to recall vn+1 = vℓ+wo+wc for
an as yet undetermined wc, and think of the flowed divergences of the two terms known so far. For
the first term it is

divφn+1vℓ = divφn+1vℓ −
(
divφn+1vn

)
∗ χℓ +

(
divφn+1vn

)
∗ χℓ − (divφnvn) ∗ χℓ

+ (divφnvn) ∗ χℓ.

The terms of the first line look like they might be controllable via mollification estimates and closeness
of the flow maps φn+1, φn, so only the last term creates problems. We want to compensate for this
term while still having a manageable time derivative. This led in [23] to the choice

w1
c := −

(
Qφnvℓ

)
∗ χℓ,

which turns out to be what is needed1. The other term to be controlled is the principal part, and we
do this in the “easy” way by requiring

divφn+1(wo + w2
c ) = 0,

i.e.

w2
c := −Qφn+1wo.

We then define the total corrector term as

wc := w1
c + w2

c .

The main estimates for the corrector terms are summarised in the following lemma.

Lemma 6.6. For δ ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small, we have

‖w1
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Cδ
x
≤ CL7Ln(1 +M2δ

v )δ
6
5
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x
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5
2+δ
n (C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e )λδ−1µςγ−1
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2
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x
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7
2+δ
n (C(1),1

e + C(5),2+δ
e )λδµςγ−1

n+1δ
1
2
n .

The definitions of the energy-dependent constants can be found in Proposition 6.3.

The proof will be presented in Section 8.3.

1Since we want to control the divergence here, it is enough to project the divergence-free part of vℓ away and hence

use Qφn !

24



6.6.3 The total perturbation

Finally, we define the new velocity field by

vn+1 := vℓ + wn+1 := vℓ + wo + wc, (6.34)

where wn+1 := wo + w1
c + w2

c is the total perturbation. The estimates for these are given in the
following lemma.

Lemma 6.7. We have for δ ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small,
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e
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n δ1/2n λ1+δ,
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C0
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ē+
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1 +M2δ
v + η + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e
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δ
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L1+2δL5/2+3δ
n δ1/2n .

The proof can be found in Section 8.4.

6.7 The Reynolds stress and the new pressure

Let us recall the definition of the right-inverse operator for divφn+1 from [23, Lemma 3.4].

Lemma 6.8. Let v ∈ C∞(T3,R3) and Rv be the matrix-valued function defined in [14, Definition 4.2],
so that Rv takes values in the space S3×3

0 of symmetric trace-free matrices and divRv = v− 1
(2π)3

´

T3 v.

Then the operator Rφn+1 defined as

Rφn+1v := [R(v ◦ φ−1
n+1)] ◦ φn+1

satisfies divφn+1(Rφn+1v) = v − 1
(2π)3

´

T3 v.

Let us recall the equation at stage n:

∂tvn + divφn(vn ⊗ vn) +∇φnqn + (−∆)αφn
vn = divφnR̊n.

Given that we have constructed all the terms on the left-hand side of the above equation at stage n+1
in the previous sections, we can simply define

R̊n+1 := Rφn+1

(

∂tvn+1 + divφn+1(vn+1 ⊗ vn+1) +∇φn+1qn+1 + (−∆)αφn+1
vn+1

)

.

To investigate the structure of this new stress term, recall that vn+1 = vℓ + wo + wc = vℓ + wn+1.
Moreover, recall the equation for vℓ = vn ∗ χℓ:

∂tvℓ + χℓ ∗ divφn(vn ⊗ vn) + χℓ ∗ ∇φnqn + χℓ ∗ (−∆)αφn
vn = χℓ ∗ divφnR̊n. (6.35)

Now, conceptually speaking, there are three sources of errors in the equation at stage n+ 1:

1. Perturbation errors, i.e. errors having to do with wn+1, i.e. R
tra, Rosc, Rcompr and Rdiss.

2. Flow errors from the mismatch between having all operators flowed along φn at stage n and
wanting to have all operators flowed along φn+1 at stage n + 1 while still wanting to use the
equation at stage n to cancel lower-order terms. There is one further error coming from the
transport error because there we really want to have a transport-type term (vℓ · ∇φn+1)wo and
not divφn+1(vℓ ⊗ wo). The difference between the two terms is non-zero because of the flow.

25



3. Mollification errors from using vℓ in vn+1 instead of vn. They basically arise from Equ. (6.35).

Compared with the case of the Euler equations in [23], all three types of error need to be modified
when we introduce a dissipative term (−∆)αu to the equation. We will now proceed to derive the
stress decomposition at stage n+1. As usual, we do so by plugging in our ansatz vn+1 = vℓ+wo+wc
and attempt to use our knowledge about the previous stage via vℓ. We write terms arising from the
fractional Laplacian in blue color.

∂tvn+1 + divφn+1(vn+1 ⊗ vn+1) +∇φn+1qℓ −∇φn+1

1

2
[|wo|2 − p̃ℓ] + (−∆)αφn+1

vn+1

Equ. (6.35)
= [∂two + divφn+1(vℓ ⊗ wo)− wodivφn+1vℓ]

︸ ︷︷ ︸

transport error

+(−∆)αφn+1
wn+1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

dissipative error

+ divφn+1

(

wo ⊗ wo −
1

2

(
|wo|2 − ρ̃ℓ

)
Id−R̊ℓ

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

oscillation error

+
(
divφn+1 − divφn

)
R̊ℓ +

(
divφn+1 − divφn

)
(vℓ ⊗ vℓ)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

flow error, I

+
(

(−∆)αφn+1
− (−∆)αφn

)

vℓ +
(
∇φn+1 −∇φn

)
qℓ + wodivφn+1vℓ

︸ ︷︷ ︸

flow error, II

+
(

divφnR̊ℓ − (divφnR̊n) ∗ χℓ
)

+ (divφn(vℓ ⊗ vℓ)− divφn(vn ⊗ vn) ∗ χℓ)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

mollification error, I

+
(
(−∆)αφn

vℓ − ((−∆)αφn
vn) ∗ χℓ

)
+ (∇φnqℓ − (∇φnqn) ∗ χℓ)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

mollification error, II

+ ∂twc + divφn+1 (vℓ ⊗ wc + wo ⊗ vℓ + wo ⊗ wc + wc ⊗ vn+1)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

compressibility error

.

Note that, strictly speaking, the terms dubbed “error” in the above equation are the divφn+1 of the
respective stress term, see the next section.

Compared with [23], three new error terms appear: the dissipative error and the first terms in the
flow error, II and mollification error, II, respectively. Except for the terms involving α, all the other
terms still satisfy the same bounds as in [23]. We will have to be careful to track the exact energy
dependence of all terms, but apart from that we will mostly have to deal with the “new” terms.

With this definition we see that

∂tvn+1 + divφn+1(vn+1 ⊗ vn+1) +∇φn+1qn+1 + (−∆)αφn+1
vn+1 = divφn+1R̊n+1,

i.e. (vn+1, qn+1, φn+1, R̊n+1) is a solution to (4.6) at stage n+ 1 if we set

qn+1 := qℓ −
1

2

(
|wo|2 − ρ̃ℓ

)
,

recalling that ρ̃ℓ := 2
r0

√

η2δ2n+1 + |R̊ℓ|2. Note that in the definition Equ. (6.22) of ρℓ, there is an

x-independent part γn. As the pressure appears inside a derivative, we do not need this part here and
hence only have ρ̃ℓ, not the full ρℓ.
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6.7.1 Transport error

Proposition 6.9. Let us denote R̊tra := Rφn+1(∂two + (vℓ · ∇φn+1)wo). Then for every r ≥ r⋆ + 2
and δ > 0 sufficiently small, it holds that almost surely for every L ∈ N, L ≥ 1,

‖R̊tra‖C≤tL
Cx ≤ C

(√
ē+ C(7),r
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e +
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2
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(
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+
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2
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For the proof, see Section 8.5.

6.7.2 Oscillation error

Proposition 6.10. Let us denote R̊osc := Rφn+1divφn+1(wo ⊗ wo − 1
2

(
|wo|2 − ρ̃ℓ

)
Id+ R̊ℓ).

Then for every r ≥ r⋆ + 1 and δ > 0 sufficiently small, it holds that almost surely for every L ∈ N,
L ≥ 1
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ēC(1),1

e + C(7),r+1
e + C(7),r+δ+1

e

)

Lr+2δ+1L2(r+δ)+5
n λδ−1µςγ−1

n+1δn,

‖R̊osc‖C≤tL
C1

x
≤ C

(√
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For the proof see Section 8.6.

6.7.3 Flow error

Let us define

R̊flow
1 := Rφn+1

[ (
divφn+1 − divφn

)
R̊ℓ +

(
divφn+1 − divφn

)
(vℓ ⊗ vℓ)

+
(
∇φn+1 −∇φn

)
qℓ + wodivφn+1vℓ

]

,

R̊flow
2 := Rφn+1

[(

(−∆)αφn+1
− (−∆)αφn

)

vℓ

]

.

Proposition 6.11. For r ≥ r∗ + 2, δ ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small and γ′ ∈ (γ∗, γ) it holds that almost
surely for every L ∈ N, L ≥ 1

‖R̊flow
1 ‖C≤tL

Cx ≤ C
(√

ē+M2
v +Mq + C(5),r+1

e

)

Lr+2+δL
r+ 7

2
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v +Mq + C(1),δ

e

)

L4(1+δ)L4
nℓ

−1−δ(n+ 1)ςγ
′

n .

The proof can be found in Section 8.7.1.

Proposition 6.12. For δ ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small and γ′ ∈ (γ∗, γ) it holds that almost surely for
every L ∈ N, L ≥ 1

‖R̊flow
2 ‖C≤tL

Cx ≤ CL26MvD
δ+2α
n (n+ 1)ς

1
48γ

′

n ,

‖R̊flow
2 ‖C≤tL

C1
x
≤ CMvL

5
nℓ

−1−δ−2α(n+ 1)ςγ
′

n .

The proof can be found in Section 8.7.2. Combining these estimates, we finally arrive at
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Proposition 6.13. Let R̊flow := R̊flow
1 + R̊flow

2 . For δ ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small and γ′ ∈ (γ∗, γ), it
holds that almost surely for every L ∈ N, L ≥ 1

‖R̊flow‖C≤tL
Cx ≤ C
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e +Mv +M2
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L2L5
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6.7.4 Mollification error

Let us define

R̊moll
1 := Rφn+1divφn [((vℓ ⊗ vℓ)− (vn ⊗ vn) ∗ χℓ)] ,

R̊moll
2 := Rφn+1

[ (

divφnR̊ℓ − (divφnR̊n) ∗ χℓ
)

+ (∇φnqℓ − (∇φnqn) ∗ χℓ)

+ divφn ((vn ⊗ vn) ∗ χℓ)− (divφn(vn ⊗ vn)) ∗ χℓ
]

,

R̊moll
3 := Rφn+1

[(
(−∆)αφn

vℓ − ((−∆)αφn
vn) ∗ χℓ

)]
.

Recall from [23] the following estimates for the first two terms:

Proposition 6.14. For δ ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small, almost surely for every L ∈ N, L ≥ 1

‖R̊moll
1 ‖C≤tL

Cx + ‖R̊moll
2 ‖C≤tL

Cx ≤ C(1 +Mv)L
7+4δL2

nDnℓ
γ ,

‖R̊moll
1 ‖C≤tL

C1
x
+ ‖R̊moll

2 ‖C≤tL
C1

x
≤ C(1 +Mv)L

3+2δL2
nDnℓ

−δ.

The proof follows easily from a brief inspection of the proof of [23, Proposition 4.5].
For the new error term, we get the following.

Proposition 6.15. Let β = γ
48 . For δ ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small, almost surely for every L ∈ N, L ≥ 1

‖R̊moll
3 ‖C≤tL

Cx ≤ C(1 +M1−β
v +M1−δ−2α

v +Mv)L
16Ln(Dnℓ

γ + ℓβDβ
n),

‖R̊moll
3 ‖C≤tL

C1
x
≤ C(1 +M1−β

v +M1−δ−2α
v +Mv)L

1+4δ+2αLnℓ
−2δ−4α.

The proof will be given in Section 8.8. Finally, combining the previous propositions, we get the
following statement for the total mollification error.

Proposition 6.16. For δ ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small, almost surely for every L ∈ N, L ≥ 1

‖R̊moll‖C≤tL
Cx ≤ C(1 +M1−β

v +M1−δ−2α
v +Mv)L

7+4δL2
n

(
ℓγDn + ℓβDβ

n

)
,

‖R̊moll‖C≤tL
C1

x
≤ C(1 +M1−δ−2α

v +Mv)L
3+2δL2

nDnℓ
−2δ−4α.

6.7.5 Compressibility error

Proposition 6.17. Let us denote

R̊comp := Rφn+1

[
∂twc + divφn+1 (vℓ ⊗ wc + wo ⊗ vℓ + wo ⊗ wc + wc ⊗ vn+1)

]
.

Then for every r ≥ r⋆ + 1, δ > 0 sufficiently small, almost surely for every L ∈ N, L ≥ 1

‖R̊comp‖C≤tL
Cx ≤ C

(
1 +M2δ

v + Ccomp,2,δ
e + Ccomp,3,δ

e + Ccomp,4,δ
e

)
L12+6δL

2(r+δ)+ 9
2

n λδδ
1
2
n δ

6
5
n+2,

‖R̊comp‖C≤tL
C1

x
≤ C

(
1 +M2δ

v + Ccomp,2,1+δ
e + Ccomp,3,1+δ

e + Ccomp,4,1+δ
e

)
L8+5δL

13
2 +4δ
n λ1+δδ

1
2
n δ

6
5
n+2,

with constants Ccomp,2,δ
e , Ccomp,3,δ

e , Ccomp,4,δ
e , Ccomp,2,1+δ

e , Ccomp,3,1+δ
e , Ccomp,4,1+δ

e specified in the
proof.

The proof will be presented in Section 8.9.
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6.7.6 Dissipative error

Let us denote the dissipative error by

Rdiss := Rφn+1

(

(−∆)αφn+1
wn+1

)

.

Proposition 6.18. For δ > 0 sufficiently small, we have almost surely for every L ∈ N, L ≥ 1

‖Rdiss‖C≤tL
C0

x
≤ C

(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),0

e + C(5),r
e + C(5),r+δ

e

)1−2α−δ

·
(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),δ

e + C(1),1
e + C(5),1+δ

e

)2α+δ

· Lr+1+3δLr+3/2+δ
n ℓ(1+d(1/p−1)−2δ)(1−2α−δ)λδ(2α+δ)δ6/5(1−2α−δ)

n+2 ,

‖Rdiss‖C≤tL
C1

x
≤ C

(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),δ

e + C(1),1
e + C(5),1+δ

e

)1−2α−δ

·
(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + (C(5),2
e )δ(C(1),1

e )1−δ + C(5),2+δ
e

)2α+δ

· L9+4δL7/2+δ
n δ1/2n λ2α+3δ.

The proof will be given in Section 8.10.

6.8 The divergence

Proposition 6.19. For every δ sufficiently small and γ′ ∈ (0, γ), for all L ∈ N, L ≥ 1 the following
holds almost surely

‖divφn+1vn+1‖C≤tL
B−1

∞,∞
≤ C(1 +M2δ

v +M1−δ
v +Mv)L

10Ln(D
1+2δ
n ℓγ +Dδ

n(n+ 1)ςγ
′

n ).

The proof will be given in Section 8.11

6.9 The pressure

Recall the definition of the new pressure qn+1 and the energy pumping term ρ̃ℓ

qn+1 = qℓ −
1

2

(
|wo|2 − ρ̃ℓ

)
, ρ̃ℓ(x, t) =

2

r0

√

η2δ2n+1 + |R̊ℓ(x, t)|2.

Proposition 6.20. Let
Mq := C(1 + η + ē). (6.36)

Then for every L ∈ N, L ≥ 1 it holds almost surely

‖qn+1 − qn‖C≤tL
Cx ≤MqLnδn.

Moreover, for every δ ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small and for every L ∈ N, L ≥ 1, it holds almost surely

‖qn+1 − qn‖C1
≤tL,x

≤ CL3(1+δ)L5
n

(√
ē
(

C∂two
e + C(1),δ

e + (C(5),2
e )δ(C(1),1

e )1−δ
)

+ η + 1
)

λ1+δδn.

The proof can be found in Section 8.12.

29



6.10 The kinetic energy

Proposition 6.21. Recall the definition of r0 from Section 6.6.1. Up to choosing Cς , Cµ large enough,
the following holds true almost surely:

∣
∣
∣
∣
e(t)(1 − δn+1)−

ˆ

T3

|vn+1(t, x)|2dx
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ C

((

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e

)2

+MvC
(1),1
e +

√
ē(1 + C(1),1

e )

)

λ2δδ
6
5
n+2 +

9η

r0
δn+1.

We will give the proof in Section 8.13 below.

7 Proof of the main iterative proposition

In this section, simply speaking, we have to achieve three objectives:

1. Choosing m and r such that all of the expressions of powers of L and Ln can be bounded by
Ln+1. This will be done in Section 7.3.

2. Choosing the exponential parameters m, b, c, . . . such that the various products of parameters
in the estimates can be bounded by the desired simple powers such as δn+2 in each iterative
estimate. This will also be done in Section 7.3.

3. Choosing the base parameter a such that we can absorb all energy-dependent constants for any
n, and choose the constant Mv of Equ. (4.12). We will do this in Sections 7.4, 7.5, respectively.

In order to derive all conditions on these parameters, we employ the estimates of the previous sections,
which will be done in Sections 7.1 and 7.2.

7.1 C0 estimates

The progressive measurability of vn+1, qn+1 and R̊n+1 follows directly from their definitions.
Estimate for qn+1 − qn: Iterative inequality Equ. (4.13) follows directly from Proposition 6.20.
Estimate for qn+1: With the previous estimate, the choice q0 = 0 and the iterative inequality of the
n-th stage, we get:

‖qn+1‖C≤tL
C0

x
≤ ‖qn+1 − qn‖C≤tL

C0
x
+
n−1∑

k=0

‖qk+1 − qk‖C≤tL
C0

x
≤MqLn

n∑

k=0

δk.

vn+1 is mean-free: Recall the definition of vn+1 from Equ. (6.34). The operation of mollification
preserves the mean-freeness since, for f mean-free and g smooth,
ˆ

T3

(f ∗ g)(x)dx =

ˆ

T3

ˆ

T3

f(x− y)g(y)dydx
z=x−y
=

ˆ

T3

ˆ

T3

f(z)g(y)dydz =

ˆ

T3

f(z)dz ·
ˆ

T3

g(y)dy = 0.

Similarly, the flowed projector Qφn preserves mean-freeness, as for f mean-free,

ˆ

T3

(Qφnf)(x)dx
def.
=

ˆ

T3

(
Q(f ◦ φ−1

n )
)
◦ φn(x)dx

y=φn(x)
=

ˆ

T3

Q(f ◦ φ−1
n ) · 1dy

=

ˆ

T3

(I − P)f(φ−1
n (y))dy

z=φ−1
n (y)
=

ˆ

T3

f(z)dz = 0,

where we have used that P projects onto vector fields of zero mean [14, Definition 4.1].
Therefore, we see that vℓ and w

1
c are mean-free. Moreover, since wo+w

2
c = Pφnwo, the other terms

of vn+1 are mean-free as well which in turn implies that
´

T3 vn+1dx = 0.
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The remaining inequalities will translate into conditions on the size of a in terms of the energy, as
we will see. We will collect the requirements on a in the form of lower bounds a ≥ ai, i = 1, . . . , 5 and
in Section 7.4, we will show that we can choose a suitable a satisfying all the requirements.
Estimate for the energy: For Equ. (4.7), we use Proposition 6.21 to find

∣
∣
∣
∣
e(t)(1 − δn+1)−

ˆ

T3

|vn+1(t, x)|2dx
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ C

((

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e

)2

+MvC
(1),1
e +

√
ē(1 + C(1),1

e )

)

λ2δδ
6
5
n+2 +

9η

r0
δn+1.

We will need a ≥ a1, where a1 will be determined such that

C

((

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e

)2

+MvC
(1),1
e +

√
ē(1 + C(1),1

e )

)

λ2δδ
6
5
n+2 ≤ η

r0
δn+1. (7.1)

This will be done in Section 7.4. Once this is done, Equ. (4.7) follows immediately.
Estimate for divφn+1vn+1:

‖divφn+1vn+1‖C≤tL
B−1

∞,∞

Prop. 6.19

≤ C(1 +M2δ
v +M1−δ

v +Mv)L
10Ln(D

1+2δ
n ℓγ +Dδ

n(n+ 1)ςγ
′

n ).

In order to achieve iterative estimate Equ. (4.10), we will need both

L10Ln ≤ Ln+1 (7.2)

as well as a ≥ a2, where a2 is determined such that

C(1 +M2δ
v +M1−δ

v +Mv)(D
1+2δ
n ℓγ +Dδ

n(n+ 1)ςγ
′

n ) ≤ δ
5/4
n+3. (7.3)

Estimate for R̊n+1: We have collected the C0 estimates for all the stress terms in the following table.

Term Proposition Estimate

‖R̊tra‖C≤tL
Cx 6.9 Ctra,0

e Lr+2δL
2(r+δ)+ 5

2
n λδµ−1δ

1
2
n

‖R̊osc‖C≤tL
Cx 6.10 Cosc,0

e Lr+2δ+1L
2(r+δ)+5
n λδ−1µςγ−1

n+1δn

‖R̊flow‖C≤tL
Cx 6.13 Cflow,0

e Lr+2+δL
r+7/2
n ℓ−δ−2α(n+ 1)ς

1
48γ

′

n

‖R̊moll‖C≤tL
Cx 6.16 Cmoll,0

e L7+4δL2
n

(
ℓγDn + ℓβDβ

n

)

‖R̊comp‖C≤tL
Cx 6.17 Ccomp,0

e L12+6δL
2(r+δ)+ 9

2
n λδδ

1
2
n δ

6
5
n+2

‖R̊diss‖C≤tL
Cx 6.18 Cdiss,0

e Lr+1+3δL
r+3/2+δ
n δ

6/5(1−2α−δ)
n+2

·ℓ(1+d(1/p−1)−2δ)(1−2α−δ)λδ(2α+δ)

Table 1: Summary of estimates for the C≤tLC
0
x-norms of the stress terms. The precise expression for

each named constant (e.g. Ctra,0
e ) can be found in their respective propositions.

Recall that our goal is to prove that

‖R̊n+1‖C≤tL
C0

x
≤ ηLn+1δn+2. (7.4)

We see from the table that the most restrictive constraints on m come from the requirements

L7+4δL2
n ≤ Ln+1, (7.5)

L12+6δL2(r+δ)+9/2
n ≤ Ln+1. (7.6)
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Let us define

CR̊,0e := Ctra,0
e + Cosc,0

e + Cflow,0
e + Cmoll,0

e + Ccomp,0
e + Cdiss,0

e .

Lemma 7.1. We have

‖R̊n+1‖C≤tL
C0

x
≤ CR̊,0e Ln+1

(

λδδ1/2n δ
6/5
n+2 + ℓ−δ−2α(n+ 1)δ

8/3·β
n+3

)

.

Furthermore, the energy-dependent constant CR̊,0e satisfies

CR̊,0e ≤
(
1 + ē

e

)2(
ē

e

)2r+3

· C
(

1 +M1−β
v +M1−δ−2α

v +
√
ē

(

1 +
√
e+

|e|C1

e

)(

1 + ē +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)2 (
1 + ē

e

)2

+

(

1 +M2δ
v +Mv +

√
ē
1 + e

e
+
√
ē

(

1 + ē+
ē

1 +
√
ē

))

·
(

1 +M2δ
v +Mv +

√
ē
))

.

The proof can be found in Section 8.14. To further simplify the expressions, let δ > 0 be small
enough such that

δ < α,

λδδ1/2n ≤ 1. (7.7)

We can thus achieve (7.4) if we can ensure that a ≥ max(a3, a4) is large enough such that

CR̊,0e δ
1/5
n+2 ≤ η

2
, (7.8)

CR̊,0e ℓ−3α(n+ 1)δ
8/3·β
n+3 δ−1

n+2 ≤ η

2
. (7.9)

That this can indeed be done will be shown in Section 7.4.
Estimate for vn+1 − vn: We will tend to this estimate in Section 7.5. The reason for this is that, as
we will see, the constant Mv depends on a, so we will have to define a first.

7.2 C1 estimates

Recall that A is chosen such that

max
{

‖vn+1‖C1
≤tL,x

, ‖qn+1‖C1
≤tL,x

, ‖R̊n+1‖C≤tL
C1

x

}

≤ ALn+1δ
1
2
n

(
Dn

δn+4

)1+ǫ

.

Estimate for R̊n+1: We have collected the C1 estimates for all the stress terms in Table 7.2.
Let

CR̊,1e := Ctra,1
e + Cosc,1

e + Cflow,1
e + Cmoll,1

e + Ccomp,1
e + Cdiss,1

e .

We will defer the long calculations to Section 8.14 and summarize the result in the following

Lemma 7.2. The energy-dependent constant CR̊,1e satisfies

CR̊,1e ≤ C

(
1 + ē

e

)2
ē

e
·
(

1 +
√
ē

(

1 +
√
e+

|e|C1

e

)(

1 + ē +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)2

+M1−β
v +M1−δ−2α

v

+
√
ē

(

1 + ē+
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

ē

e

)(

1 +
√
ē+

√
ē
1−δ

+
√
ē

(

1 + ē+
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

))

+(M2δ
v +Mv)

(

1 +M2δ
v +Mv +

√
ē+

√
ē

(

1 + ē+
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)))

.
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Term Proposition Estimate

‖R̊tra‖C≤tL
C1

x
6.9 Ctra,1

e L3(1+δ)L
7/2
n λ1+δδ

1/2
n

‖R̊osc‖C≤tL
C1

x
6.10 Cosc,1

e L4(1+δ)L3+4δ
n λ1+δδn

‖R̊flow‖C≤tL
C1

x
6.13 Cflow,1

e L2L5
nℓ

−1−δ−2α(n+ 1)ςγ
′

n

‖R̊moll‖C≤tL
C1

x
6.16 Cmoll,1

e L3+2δL2
nDnℓ

−2δ−4α.

‖R̊comp‖C≤tL
C1

x
6.17 Ccomp,1

e L8+5δL
13
2 +4δ
n λ1+δδ

1
2
n δ

6
5
n+2

‖R̊diss‖C≤tL
C1

x
6.18 Cdiss,1

e L9+4δL
7/2+δ
n δ

1/2
n λ2α+3δ

Table 2: Summary of estimates for the C≤tLC
1
x-norms of the stress terms. The precise expression for

each named constant (e.g. Ctra,1
e ) can be found in their respective propositions.

We claim that

λ1+δ ≤ C̃δ1/2n

(
Dn

δn+4

)1+ǫ

(7.10)

as well as
L16+2δL

13
2 +4δ
n ≤ Ln+1. (7.11)

Both claims will be checked in Section 7.3 below. Next,

‖vn+1‖C≤tL
C1

x
≤ ‖vℓ‖C≤tL

C1
x
+ ‖wo‖C≤tL

C1
x
+ ‖wc‖C≤tL

C1
x

≤ LnDn + CL2(1+δ)L
5
2+2δ
n (C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e )λ1+δδ

1
2
n

+ CL7Ln(1 +M2δ
v )ℓ−1δ

6
5
n+2 + CL3+2δL

7
2+δ
n (C(1),1

e + C(5),2+δ
e )λδµςα−1

n+1 δ
1
2
n

C(5),r
e monotone

≤ Cv,1e L7L
7
2+2δ
n λ1+δδ

1
2
n ,

where
Cv,1e := C

(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + C(5),2+δ
e

)

,

and which leads to the condition
L7L

7
2+2δ
n ≤ Ln+1. (7.12)

Furthermore, for ‖vn+1‖C1
tCx

, we use that

∂tvn+1 = divφn+1

(

R̊n+1 − vn+1 ⊗ vn+1 − qn+1Id
)

.

Hence the C1
t Cx-norm of vn+1 is determined by the CtC

1
x-norm of vn+1 estimated above, as well as

the estimates of the CtC
1
x-norms of qn+1 and R̊n+1.

Lemma 7.3. The energy-dependent constant Cv,1e satisfies

Cv,1e ≤ C
1 + ē

e

ē

e

(

1 +M2δ
v +

√
ē

(

1 + ē+
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

))

.

The proof will also be given in Section 8.14.
Finally, considering the pressure term, we find

‖qn+1‖C1
≤tL,x

≤ ‖qn+1 − qn‖C1
≤tL,x

+ ‖qn‖C1
≤tL,x

≤ CL3(1+δ)L5
n

(√
ē
(

C∂two
e + C(1),δ

e + C(5),1+δ
e

)

+ η + 1
)

λ1+δδn + LnDn

≤ CqeLn+1λ
1+δδn,
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where we have used another claim to be proven in Section 7.3:

L3(1+δ)L5
n ≤ Ln+1. (7.13)

Lemma 7.4. The energy-dependent constant Cq,1e satisfies

Cq,1e ≤ C

(

1 + ē

(

1 + ē+
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)(

1 +Mv +

(

1 +
|e|C1

e

)(

1 +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)))
1 + ē

e
.

With these estimates in hand, we will determine A via

max
(

CR̊,1e , Cv,1e , Cq,1e

)

.

As the calculation is again rather tedious, we defer it to the end of Section 8.14.

Lemma 7.5. The energy-dependent constant A satisfies

A = Ãe

(
1 + ē

e

)2(
ē

e

)3

, (7.14)

where

Ãe = C

{

1 + (ē+
√
ē)

(

1 +
√
e+

|e|C1

e

)(

1 + ē+
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)2

+M1−δ−2α
v +M1−β

v

+
√
ē

(

1 + ē+
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

ē

e

)(

1 +
√
ē
1−δ

+
√
ē

(

1 +Mv + ē+
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

))

+ (1 +M2δ
v +M1−δ

v +Mv +
√
ē)

(

1 +M2δ
v +Mv +

√
ē

(

1 + ē+
1+ ē

1 +
√
ē

)}

.

Note that (replacing C with max(C, 1) if C < 1) we have

Ãe > 1. (7.15)

And furthermore, comparing CR̊,0e with A, we see that

CR̊,0e ≤ Ãe

(
1 + ē

e

)2(
ē

e

)2r+3

= A

(
ē

e

)2r

. (7.16)

7.3 Choice of the exponential parameters

In this section, assuming that the “base parameter” a satisfies a > 1, we check that all relations
between the parameters δn, Dn, ςn, ℓ, µ, λ we assumed in Section 6.1 hold, i.e. we will derive relations
between the “exponential parameters” b, c,m, ǫ that need to hold. Let us recall that b = m+ ǫ.

We will first investigate the conditions on m for Ln = Lm
n+1

. The idea here is that if we have a
condition of the form LxLyn ≤ Ln+1, this leads to the two conditions m ≥ x (for n = 0) as well as
m ≥ y. The most important conditions are Equ. (7.2), (7.5), (7.6), (7.11), (7.12) and (7.13). From
these we get the two conditions

m ≥ 10,

m ≥ 2(r + δ) + 9/2 ≥ 2(r∗ + 2 + δ) + 9/2.

Let us choose r∗ = 7, r = 9, which means that we have to choose

m ≥ 23.
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Hence, let us choose m = 23. Now, to go from n→ n+ 1 in the C1 estimates Equ. (4.14) and (4.11),
we need to have the condition

Aδ1/2n

(
Dn

δn+4

)1+ǫ

= Aa1/2−(1+ǫ)a(−1/2+c(1+ǫ)+b4(1+ǫ))bn

= Aa1/2−(1+ǫ)acb
n+1 ≤ Dn+1,

(7.17)

as by definition −1/2 + c(1 + ǫ) + b4(1 + ǫ) = cb, which gives the following additional condition on a:

a ≥ A
1

ǫ+1/2 . (7.18)

Now, to determine ǫ, we need to ensure that Equ. (7.10) holds, i.e.

λ1+δ ≤ C̃δ1/2n

(
Dn

δn+4

)1+ǫ

.

By the definitions of the parameters involved, this translates to

bn
(

−(1 + ǫ)(b4 + c) +
4

3
(1 + δ)

[
2r∗
γ

+
2− γ

γ∗

]

+
2r∗
γ
c+

1

2

)

≤ 0.

Using the definition m = 23, γ, γ∗ ≈ 1/2, δ ≈ 0, r∗ = 7 as well as the definitions of c, b, we see that
this inequality holds for ǫ ≥ 6. To make sure that b = m+ ǫ > 36 (which we will need below), and in
keeping with [23], let us choose ǫ = 15, which implies b = 38.

With these choices, one easily verifies that the inequalities of Section 6.1 hold, except for Equ. (6.4)
which requires a condition on a, see the next section.

7.4 Choice of a

Let us go through all conditions on a from the previous sections.
First, from Equ. (7.1), we deduce the condition

C
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1 +M2δ
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e + C(5),1+δ
e
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︸ ︷︷ ︸
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λ2δδ
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!
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r0
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which holds if (note that 6
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2 − b− 1 > 0 for b > 2)
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η
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η
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−bn( 6

5
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η
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Let us simplify the constants a bit more: since η = C e

1+
√
ē
, we have

1

η
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√
ē

e
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ē)2

e
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. (7.19)

Furthermore, we have
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ē(
√
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and by a simple comparison, we see that

r0
η
C̃e ≤ Ãe

(
1 + ē

e

)3
ē

e
.

As we have − 6
5b

2 + b+ 9
5 < 0 for b > 2, we see that the appropriate bound can easily be ensured if

a ≥
(

Ãe

(
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e

)3
ē

e

) 5
6b2−5b−9

=: a1.

Second, from the estimate on the divergence we got our requirement Equ. (7.3). Using Equ. (7.7),
(6.4) and (6.7), we find

C(1 +M2δ
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v +Mv)(D
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As η ≤ C
√
ē, we see that C(1 +M2δ

v +M1−δ
v +Mv)(1 + η) ≤ A, and hence the divergence estimate

holds if we can ensure Aδ
1/28
n+3 , i.e.

a ≥ A
28

b3−1 =: a2.

Third, we got Equ. (7.8), which, using Equ. (7.16) easily follows if

a ≥
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A

(
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)2r
) 5
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Fourth, the other error terms led to Equ. (7.9). We want to show that

ℓ−3α(n+ 1)δ
8
3β
n+3δ

−37/36
n+2 ≤ 1. (7.20)

Once this has been done, we have

CR̊,0e ℓ−3α(n+ 1)δ
8
3β
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1/36
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which is bounded above by η
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CR̊,0e δ
1/36
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2
,

which, similarly as in the previous step, follows if

a ≥
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A

(
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)2r
) 36
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=: a4.

Therefore, let us show Equ. (7.20). Using the definitions, the left-hand side is bounded by

(n+ 1)a−37/36+ 4
3 (2β− 3α

γ )ab
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which is bounded by 1 as soon as

−8

3
β +

α

γ

(

4 + 3
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+
37

36

1

b
< 0 ⇔ α
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(

4 + 3
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3
β − 37

36

1

b
. (7.21)

For this to be well-defined, we first need

8

3
β − 37

36

1

b
> 0,

which, using β = γ
48 translates into a condition on γ:

2γ >
37

b
=

37

38
,

which holds for γ ∈
(
37
76 , 1/2

)
. Having established this, we translate Equ. (7.21) into a condition for

α:

α < α̃0 := γ ·
8
3β − 37

36
1
b

4 + 3 c
b3

∼ 1.7 · 10−4. (7.22)

As α < α0 and

α0 =
1

2cb+ 1
∼ 8.7 · 10−9 < α̃0,

this condition is clearly satisfied. Therefore, (7.20) holds.
Fifth, in order to make sure that the estimate for the C1-norms work, we needed Equ. (7.18), i.e.

a ≥ A
1

ǫ+1/2 =: a5.

Sixth, to guarantee parameter assumption Equ. (6.4), we need

Dnℓ
γ ≤ ηδ

9/7
n+3,

which by the definitions of the terms involved holds true if

δ
4/3−9/7
n+3 = δ

1/21
n+3 ≤ η

2
,

which, using Equ. (7.19) as well as Ãe ≥ 1, leads to

a ≥ A
21

b3−1 =: a6.

Now we need to satisfy

a ≥ max (a1, . . . , a6) .

By the particular structure of the bounds ai, i = 1, . . . , 6, this amounts to finding the largest constant
in the definitions of the ai and taking it to the largest exponent. Hence we define

a :=

(

A

(
1 + ē

e

)(
ē

e

)2r
) 1

ǫ+1/2

. (7.23)

Remark 7.6. Note that the least trivial conditions on the coefficients from the estimates on the stress
terms originate from the new terms R̊flow,2 and R̊moll,3. It is to be expected that the method used in
this paper for bounding the flow and mollification error might break down as one tries to achieve higher
regularity of the convex integration solutions, where we hope that in the end b = 1+ ǫ for a small ǫ > 0
is possible.
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7.5 Choice of Mv

Having defined a, we can finally choose the remaining constant Mv and conclude the proof.
Estimate for vn+1 − vn: Note that
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Ãe
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) 1
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.

From Lemma 6.7 it follows that
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Consider f(x) := x
1+x2δ . It is obviously continuous and strictly monotone increasing and satisfies

limx→0 f(x) = 0 and limx→∞ f(x) = ∞. Thus, as E ∈ (0,∞), there is a unique x =Mv such that

f(Mv) = E, i.e. E =
Mv

1 +M2δ
v

. (7.24)

The previous equality cannot be solved explicitly for Mv, but it will be sufficient to work with the
following bounds for Mv

Mv ∈
[

E,max
(

2E, (2E)
1

1−2δ

)]

. (7.25)

With this choice of Mv, we have defined all parameters of the convex integration scheme.

7.6 Estimate of the regularity

With the choices for the parameters of Section 7.3, we find that the Hölder exponent θ of the solution
is less than

θ̄ = α0 =
1

2bc+ 1
=

m− 1

2(1 + ǫ)(m+ ǫ)5 +m− 2− ǫ

=
23− 1

2(1 + 15)(23 + 15)5 + 23− 2− 15
∼ 8.68 · 10−9,

which, as in [23], is extremely low and far from the deterministic Onsager threshold of 1/3. Because
of the restrictions due to the new mollification error terms, we do not expect that this exponent could
be improved substantially without finding a better way than Besov interpolation to deal with these
error terms.
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8 Proofs

8.1 Core estimates

In this section we provide proofs for all necessary estimates of the amplitude coefficients ak and its
derivatives in various norms.

Proof of Lemma 6.2. We estimate, using the definition,

‖ρ̃ℓ‖C≤tL
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Proof of Proposition 6.3. Throughout the proof, we let t ∈ [0, tL]. In the following we often suppress
the (uniform) time dependence and also write ‖ · ‖C for ‖ · ‖Cx to simplify the notation. We begin by
applying the product rule to estimate
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Proof of (6.24): Let us consider the individual factors: since Ceδn ≤ |ρℓ| ≤ CLnēδn, we find
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ēδ

1
2
n + C(eδn)

− 1
2 ‖R̊ℓ‖Cδ

x
≤ CL

1
2
n

√
ēδ
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Next, it holds by definition that ‖Γ‖C0
t,x
, ‖Ψ‖C0

t,x
≤ C. Turning to the Hölder norm of Γ, we find
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ēη1−δe−1

)

.

Proof of (6.28): For ‖ak‖Cr
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we proceed as before, estimating each factor. Let us start with ‖√ρℓ‖Cr
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ē
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For ‖Γ‖Cr
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, using the boundedness of γ
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l , we immediately see that
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We combine the above estimates to find
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For ‖Ψ‖Cr
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, we use the boundedness of ‖Ψ‖C and the interpolation inequality [32, Equ. (4.5)] to find
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We collect
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e ηℓ−(r−j)

)

+ Lrn
√
ēC(r)

e ηδ
1
2
n ℓ

−r,

where we used ℓDn ≤ ηδn. The above hence finally yields

‖ak‖Cr
x
≤ C [r]

e L
r+ 3

2
n δ

1
2
nµ

rς
r(α−1)
n+1 ,

where collecting the energy-dependent constants in the above yields the definition

C [r]
e := C

√
ē



1 + C(r)
e η + η2

r−1∑

j=1

C(j)
e C(r−j)

e



 .

Proof of (6.26): First, let us note that by the above observation

(∂τ + (ik · ṽ)) ak =
√
ρℓ Γ (∂τ + (ik · ṽ))Ψ.

Therefore, we estimate

‖∂τΨ+ i(k · ṽ)Ψ‖Cδ
x
≤ Cµδ−1‖ṽ‖δC1

x
≤ CLδnµ

δ−1ς
δ(γ−1)
n+1 ,

and use this to conclude that

‖∂τak + i(k · ṽ)ak‖Cδ
x
≤ CeL

5
2
nµ

δ−1ς
δ(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n .

Proof of (6.29): For r ∈ N, we estimate analogously to [23, p. 34], using (8.1), to obtain

‖∂τak + i(k · ṽ)ak‖Cr
x
≤ C [r]

e Lr+1
n µr−1ς

r(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n .
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Proof of (6.27) and (6.31): By the product rule we find

∂sak = (∂s
√
ρℓ)ΓΨ +

√
ρ(∂sΓ)Ψ +

√
ρℓΓ(∂sΨ).

Let us treat each term in turn. First of all observe that

‖∂s
√
ρℓ‖Cx ≤ C(eδn)

− 1
2 ‖∂sρℓ‖Cx ,

‖∂s
√
ρℓ‖Cr

x
≤ C

∑

r1+r2=r

∥
∥
∥ρ

− 1
2

ℓ

∥
∥
∥
C

r1
x

‖∂sρℓ‖Cr2
x
.

On [Ceδn,∞), the function x 7→ 1√
x
satisfies for j ≥ 1

[

(·)− 1
2

]

j
≤ C(eδn)

−(j+ 1
2 ).

Hence we can easily see that

∥
∥
∥ρ

− 1
2

ℓ

∥
∥
∥
Cx

≤ C(eδn)
− 1

2 ,

∥
∥
∥ρ

− 1
2

ℓ

∥
∥
∥
Cr

x

≤ C(eδn)
− 1

2 + C

r∑

j=1

(eδn)
−(j+ 1

2 )‖ρℓ‖j−1
Cx

‖ρℓ‖Cr
x

≤ (eδn)
− 1

2



C + CLrnδ
−1
n ℓ1−rDn

1 + ē

ē

r∑

j=1

(
ē

e

)j




≤ C(eδn)
− 1

2C(r)
e Lrnδ

−1
n ℓ1−rDn.

Furthermore,
∂sρℓ = ∂sρ̃ℓ + ∂sγn.

Since |∂sγn| ≤ C‖ẽ‖C1
≤t

, we find

|∂sγn| ≤ C(|e|C1 +
√
ēDn).

On the other hand, standard mollification estimates imply that

‖∂sR̊ℓ‖r ≤ CLnηδn+1ℓ
−1−r,

as well as
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

(√

η2δ2n+1 + | · |2
)′

(R̊ℓ)

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
r

≤ C(Lnηδn+1)
−1‖R̊ℓ‖r + C(Lnηδn+1)

−r‖R̊ℓ‖r1 ≤ Cℓ−r.

Hence we can conclude that

‖∂sρ̃ℓ‖Cx ≤ C‖∂sR̊ℓ‖Cx ≤ CLnηδn+1ℓ
−1,

‖∂sρ̃ℓ‖Cr
x
≤ C

r∑

j=0

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

(√

η2δ2n+1 + | · |2
)′

(R̊ℓ)

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
j

‖∂sR̊ℓ‖r−j ≤ CLnηδn+1ℓ
−1−r,

which in turn implies (by Dn ≤ ηδn+1ℓ
−1)

‖∂sρℓ‖Cx ≤ C(Lnηδn+1ℓ
−1 + |e|C1 +

√
ēDn) ≤ C(Lnη(1 +

√
ē) + |e|C1)δn+1ℓ

−1,

‖∂sρℓ‖Cr
x
≤ CLnηδn+1ℓ

−1−r.
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Thus

‖∂s
√
ρℓ‖Cx ≤ C

Lnη(1 +
√
ē) + |e|C1

√
e

δ
− 1

2
n δn+1ℓ

−1,

‖∂s
√
ρℓ‖Cr

x
≤ C





∥
∥
∥ρ

− 1
2

ℓ

∥
∥
∥
Cx

‖∂sρℓ‖Cr
x
+

r−1∑

j=1

∥
∥
∥ρ

− 1
2

ℓ

∥
∥
∥
Cj

x

‖∂sρℓ‖Cr−j
x

+
∥
∥
∥ρ

− 1
2

ℓ

∥
∥
∥
Cr

x

‖∂sρℓ‖Cx





≤ C



(eδn)
− 1

2Lnηδn+1ℓ
−1−r +

r−1∑

j=1

(eδn)
− 1

2LjnC
(j)
e δ−1

n ℓ1−jDnLnηδn+1ℓ
−1−(r−j)

+(eδn)
− 1

2LrnC
(r)
e δ−1

n ℓ1−rDn(Lnη(1 +
√
ē) + |e|C1)δn+1ℓ

−1
)

≤ CLr+1
n

η√
e

(

1 + C(r)
e (η(1 +

√
ē) + |e|C1)

)

δ
− 1

2
n δn+1ℓ

−1−r =: Lr+1
n C

∂s
√
ρ,r

e δ
− 1

2
n δn+1ℓ

−1−r.

Next we estimate

‖∂sΓ‖Cr
x
≤ C

r∑

i=0

∥
∥
∥
∥
(Dγ

(j)
k )

(
Rℓ
ρℓ

)∥
∥
∥
∥
Ci

x

(

‖(∂sR̊ℓ)ρ−1
ℓ ‖Cr−i

x
+ ‖R̊ℓ∂sρ−1

ℓ ‖Cr−i
x

)

.

By the chain rule, we find that

∥
∥
∥
∥
(Dγ

(j)
k )

(
Rℓ
ρℓ

)∥
∥
∥
∥
Cr

x

≤ C



1 +

r∑

i=1

∥
∥
∥γ

(j)
k

∥
∥
∥
Ci+1

x

∥
∥
∥
∥

Rℓ
ρℓ

∥
∥
∥
∥

i−1

Cx

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

R̊ℓ
ρℓ

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
Cr

x





≤ C

r∑

i=1

(

1 +
Lnηδn+1

eδn

)i−1

Lr+1
n C(r)

e δ−1
n ℓ1−rDn

≤ CL2r
n C

(r)
e ℓ1−rδ−1

n Dn.

Next, for any r ∈ N we find

‖(∂sR̊ℓ)ρ−1
ℓ ‖Cr

x

≤ C

r∑

j=0

‖∂sR̊ℓ‖Cj
x
‖ρ−1
ℓ ‖Cr−j

x

≤ CLnηδn+1ℓ
−1−r(eδn)

−1 + C

r−1∑

j=1

Lnηδn+1ℓ
−1−je−1Lr−jn C(r−j)

e δ−2
n ℓ1−(r−j)Dn

+ CLnηδn+1ℓ
−1e−1LrnC

(r)
e δ−2

n ℓ1−rDn

= CLn
η

e
δn+1δ

−1
n ℓ−1−r + C

η

e
δn+1δ

−2
n Dnℓ

−r
r−1∑

j=1

Lr−j+1
n C(j)

e + CLr+1
n

η

e
δn+1δ

−2
n Dnℓ

−rC(r)
e

≤ CLr+1
n

η

e

(

1 + ηC(r)
e

)

δn+1δ
−1
n ℓ−1−r,

as well as

‖(∂sR̊ℓ(s, ·))ρ−1
ℓ (s, ·)‖Cx ≤ CLn

η

e
ℓ−1δn+1δ

−1
n ,

and

‖R̊ℓ∂sρ−1
ℓ ‖Cr

x
≤ C

r∑

j=0

‖R̊ℓ‖j‖∂sρ−1
ℓ ‖r−j.
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Note that

‖ρ−2
ℓ ‖Cr

x
≤ C(eδn)

−2 + C
r∑

j=1

j
∑

i=1

(eδn)
−(i+2)(Lnēδn)

i−1Ln(1 + ē)ℓ1−rDn ≤ CLrne
−2C(r)

e δ−2
n ℓ−r,

and so we obtain

‖∂sρ−1
ℓ ‖Cr

x
≤ C

r∑

j=0

‖ρ−2
ℓ ‖Cj

x
‖∂sρℓ‖Cr−j

x

≤ C(eδn)
−2Lnηδn+1ℓ

−1−r + C
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j=1

Ljne
−2C(j)

e δ−2
n ℓ−jLnηδn+1ℓ

−1−(r−j)

+ CLrne
−2C(r)

e δ−2
n ℓ−r(ηLn(1 +

√
ē) + |e|C1)δn+1ℓ

−1

≤ CLr+1
n

η

e2



1 + (1 +
√
ē+ η−1|e|C1)

r∑

j=1

C(j)
e



 δ−2
n δn+1ℓ

−1−r

≤ CLr+1
n

η

e2
(1 +

√
ē + η−1|e|C1)C(r)

e δ−2
n δn+1ℓ

−1−r,

‖∂sρ−1
ℓ ‖Cx ≤ CLn

η

e2
(1 +

√
ē+ η−1|e|C1)δ−2

n δn+1ℓ
−1.

Thus we can estimate the other factor as

‖R̊ℓ∂sρ−1
ℓ ‖Cr

x
≤ C‖R̊ℓ‖Cx‖∂sρ−1

ℓ ‖Cr
x
+ C
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‖R̊ℓ‖Cj
x
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x
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x
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ℓ ‖Cx
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n

(
η

e
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√
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n

(
η

e
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√
ē+ η−1|e|C1)δ−2

n δ2n+1ℓ
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Hence we can combine the above estimates to find

‖∂sΓ‖Cr
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∥
∥
∥
∥
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(j)
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(
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∥
∥
∥
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x
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x

)
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∥
∥
∥
∥
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∥
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x
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)
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n

η

e

(
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e

)

δn+1δ
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n ℓ−1−r + Lr+2

n
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η

e
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√
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n δ2n+1ℓ
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)
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(i)
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·
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n

η

e

(
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e

)
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n

(
η

e
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√
ē+ η−1|e|C1)C(r−i)

e δ−2
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)

+ CL2r
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η
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n
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η

e
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√
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≤ L2(r+1)
n C∂sΓ,re δn+1δ
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‖∂sΓ(s, ·)‖0 ≤ CL2
n

η

e

(

1 +
η

e
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√
ē+ η−1|e|C1)
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ℓ−1δn+1δ
−1
n ,

where

C∂sΓ,re = C
η

e

(

1 + (1 + η)C(r)
e + η2

r−1∑

i=1

C(i)
e C(r−i)

e

+
η

e
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√
ē+ η−1|e|C1)

(

(1 + η)C(r)
e + η
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C(i)
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e
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.

From [23, p.64] we obtain

‖∂sΨ‖Cx ≤ CLnµς
γ−2
n+1 ,

‖∂sΨ‖Cr
x
≤ CLr+1

n µr+1ς
r(γ−1)−1
n+1 (Dnℓ

1−r + ςγ−1
n+1 ).

Let us put all terms together: recall

∂sa
(j)
k (s, y, τ) =

(

∂s
√

ρℓ(s, y)
)

Γ(s, y)Ψ(s, y, τ) +
√

ρℓ(s, y)(∂sΓ(s, y))Ψ(s, y, τ)

+
√

ρℓ(s, y)Γ(s, y)(∂sΨ(s, y, τ)).
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For the first term, we find

‖(∂s
√
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√
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√
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√
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using δ−1
n δn+1ℓ

−1 ≤ µ as well as ℓ−j ≤
(

µςγ−1
n+1

)j

. The second term can be estimated similarly by
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Finally, we estimate the third term:
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ēδ

1
2
n

(

Lr+1
n µr+1ς

r(γ−1)−1
n+1 (Dnℓ

1−r + ςγ−1
n+1)

+

r−1∑

i=1

Li+1
n C(i)

e δ−1
n ℓ1−iDnL

r−i+1
n µr−i+1ς

(r−i)(γ−1)−1
n+1 (Dnℓ

1−(r−i) + ςγ−1
n+1)

+Lr+1
n C(r)

e δ−1
n ℓ1−rDnLnµς

γ−2
n+1

)

+ C
r−1∑

j=1

Ljn
√
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)
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√
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2
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2
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 .

Thus in total
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Furthermore
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√
ρℓ‖Cx + ‖√ρℓ‖Cx (‖∂sΓ‖Cx + ‖∂sΨ‖Cx))
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√
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(
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(
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η
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√
ē+ η−1|e|C1)

)

ℓ−1δn+1δ
−1
n + Lnµς

γ−2
n+1

))

≤ CL
5
2
n

(
η(1 +

√
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√
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e
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1
2
n .

This finally concludes the proof of Proposition 6.3.

49



8.2 The principal part

In this section, we show the main estimates for the principal part of the perturbation, namely those
of Proposition 6.4 and Lemma 6.5.

Proof of Proposition 6.4. Recall that

Uk(s, y, τ, ξ) =
∑

k 6=k′
ak(s, y, τ)ak′ (s, y, τ)Ek ⊗ Ek′e

−ik′·ξ.

From this, we immediately find, for t ∈ [0, tL],
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y
≤ C

∑

k 6=k′
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x
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x
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√
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y
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x
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x
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e

√
ē+

⌊ r
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C(5),j
e C(5),r−j

e



 δnµ
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r(α−1)
n+1 .

This concludes the proof.

Proof of Lemma 6.5. Recall that since λ = Cµ2ςα−2
n+1 and hence λ ≥ µ(Dnℓ

−1 + ςα−1
n+1 ), similar to the

proof of [23, Lemma 4.10] and the above estimates we deduce

‖wo‖C≤tL
Cδ

x
≤ CL2δL

5
2
nC

(1),δ
e λδδ

1
2
n ,

‖wo‖C≤tL
C1+δ

x
≤ CL2(1+δ)L

5
2+2δ
n (C(1),1

e + (C(5),2
e )δ(C(1),1

e )1−δ)λ1+δδ
1
2
n .

For ∂two we take the same approach as in [23, Lemma 4.10]: below we will show

‖R̊trans
n+1 ‖C≤tL

C1
x
≤ Ctrans,1

e L3(1+δ)L
7
2
nλ

1+δδ
1
2
n .

By the stationary phase lemma (Equ. (B.6) to be precise), we furthermore deduce

∥
∥
∥
∥

ˆ

T3
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∥
∥
∥
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(
[∂sak]CtC1

x
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√
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Hence we summarize
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which concludes the proof.
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8.3 The corrector wc

Proof of Lemma 6.6. Note that

‖w1
c‖C≤tL

Cδ
x
≤ ‖Qφnvn‖C≤tL

Cδ
x
,

‖w1
c‖C≤tL

C1+δ
x

≤ ℓ−1‖Qφnvn‖C≤tL
Cδ

x
.

Thus we just have to estimate as in [23, Equ. (4.13)]:
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x
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∞,∞
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and, using Lemma B.9, Lemma B.2 and Lemma B.8,
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Therefore we conclude
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6/5
n+2,

which in turn completes the proof of the estimates for w1
c . For the other corrector term, we find
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This conlcudes the proof.

8.4 The total perturbation

Proof of Lemma 6.7. As wn+1 = wo + w1
c + w2

c , we find, using Lemmas 6.5 and 6.6
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e
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Similarly,

‖wn+1‖C≤tL
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The third estimate follows as
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For the last estimate, by the previous lemmas as well as Equ. (6.32), (6.12), (6.4) (6.1), (6.3), we get
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8.5 Transport error

In the next sections, we control all stress terms from Section 6.7. We start with the transport error.

Proof of Proposition 6.9. As in [23, Proof of Proposition 4.3], we let bk := (∂τak + i(k · ṽ)ak) ◦ φ−1
n+1

and Ωλk(·) := Ωk(λ ·) (recalling that Ωk(ξ) := Eke
ik·ξ), and use the decomposition
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.

We estimate, for r ≥ r∗ + 2 and t ∈ [0, tL], using the stationary phase lemma B.12,
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Similarly, we find
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as well as
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In total this gives
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ē + C(7),r
e + C(7),r+δ

e +
(

C(1),1
e + C(5),r+1

e + C(5),r+δ+1
e

)

Mv + C(4),0
e

+C(8),r
e + C(8),r+δ

e

)

Lr+2δL
2(r+δ)+ 5

2
n λδµ−1δ

1
2
n .

Furthermore, using Equ. (B.5), we find for t ∈ [0, tL]
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since by interpolation
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Finally, the third term can be estimated in the same way by
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where again by interpolation we found

‖∂sak‖Cδ ≤ C
(

C(8),1
e

)δ (

C(4),0
e

)1−δ
L

5
2+2δ
n

(

Dn + ςγ−1
n+1

)δ

µςγ−2
n+1δ

1
2
n .

In total, this gives
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.

8.6 Oscillation error

Proof of Proposition 6.10. Following [23, Section 4.3], we use the definition of R̊osc
n+1 and wo, the

representation (6.33) and the stationary phase lemma B.12 to deduce, for r ≥ r∗ + 1,
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For the first order norm, an application of Equ. (B.5) yields
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8.7 Flow error

8.7.1 First term

Here we rederive the estimates for the first part of the flow error, carefully tracking all energy
dependencies of the constants.

Proof of Proposition 6.11. As in [23, Section 4.4], we further decompose the first part of the flow error
into

R̊flow,1
n+1 = R̊flow,1,1

n+1 + R̊flow,1,2
n+1 ,

R̊flow,1,1
n+1 := Rφn+1Gℓ,

R̊flow,1,2
n+1 := Rφn+1

(
wodivφn+1vℓ

)
,

where Gℓ :=
(
divφn+1 − divφn

)
Fℓ, Fℓ := Fn ∗ χℓ, and Fn := vn ⊗ vn − R̊n + qnId.

Now we estimate separately: First we estimate Fn via

‖Fn‖C≤tL
Cx ≤ CM2

vL
2
n + CLnηδn+1 + CMqLn ≤ C(η +M2

v +Mq)L
2
n.

Thus, we deduce from mollification estimates and Equ. (B.3) as in [23, Proof of Proposition 4.8] that

‖R̊flow,1,1
n+1 ‖C≤tL

Cδ
x
≤ C(η +M2

v +Mq)L
8+4δL2

nℓ
−δ(n+ 1)ςγ

′

n ,

‖R̊flow,1,1
n+1 ‖C≤tL

C1+δ
x

≤ C(η +M2
v +Mq)L

9+3δL2
nℓ

−1−δ(n+ 1)ςγ
′

n .

For the second part, we use again the stationary phase lemma B.12 to find, for r ≥ r∗ + 2, and t ≤ tL

‖R̊flow,1,2
n+1 ‖Cδ

x
≤ CLδ

∑

k

Lλδ−1‖ak‖Cx‖vℓ‖C1
x

+ Lr+1
∑

r1+r2=r

λδ−r‖ak‖Cr1
x
‖vℓ‖Cr2+1

x
+ Lr+2

∑

r1+r2=r+1

λ−r‖ak‖Cr1
x
‖vℓ‖Cr2+1

x

≤ CLδ
∑

k

Lλδ−1L
1
2
n

√
ēδ

1
2
nLnDn

+ Lr+1λδ−r
(

L
1
2
n

√
ēδ

1
2
n ℓ

−rLnDn + C(5),r
e L

r+ 3
2

n µrς
r(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
nLnDn

+

r−1∑

j=1

C(5),j
e L

j+ 3
2

n µjς
j(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
nLnDnℓ

−(r−j)
)

+ Lr+2λ−r
(

L
1
2
n

√
ēδ

1
2
n ℓ

−(r+1)LnDn + C(5),r+1
e L

r+ 5
2

n µr+1ς
(r+1)(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
nLnDn

+

r∑

j=1

C(5),j
e L

j+ 3
2

n µjς
j(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
nLnDnℓ

−(r+1−j)
)

≤ CLr+2+δL
r+ 7

2
n C(5),r+1

e λδ−1δ
1
2
nDn.
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Finally, applying Equ (B.5), we find for t ≤ tL

‖R̊flow,1,2
n+1 ‖C1+δ

x

≤ CL3+2δ
∑

k

‖ak(Ωλk ◦ φn+1)div
φn+1vℓ‖Cδ

x

≤ CL3+2δ
∑

k

‖ak‖Cδ
x
‖divφn+1vℓ‖Cx + Lδλδ‖ak‖Cx‖divφn+1vℓ‖Cx + ‖ak‖0‖divφn+1vℓ‖Cδ

≤ CL3+2δ
∑

k

C(1),δ
e L

5
2
nµ

δς
δ(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
nDn + L1+δL

3
2
n

√
ēδ

1
2
nDn + L1+2δL

3
2
n

√
ēδ

1
2
nDnℓ

−δ

≤ CL4(1+δ)L
5
2
nC

(1),δ
e λδδ

1
2
nDn.

8.7.2 Second term

In this section, we consider the new term of the flow error, R̊flow
2 . We will handle it using a Besov

interpolation argument. Let us first explain why a simpler approach did not work.

Remark 8.1. (a) For R̊flow
2 , the “näıve” approach of using the Fourier definition of the fractional

Laplacian does not work here, or at least it is very difficult. The problem is that if we use the definition
of R̊flow

2 , we get

(

(−∆)αφn+1
vℓ − (−∆)αφn

vℓ

)

(t, x)

=
∑

k

|k|2α
[
ˆ

T3

vℓ(t, z)e
ik·φn+1(t,z)dz e−ik·φn+1(t,x) −

ˆ

T3

vℓ(t, z)e
ik·φn(t,z)dz e−ik·φn(t,x)

]

=
∑

k

|k|2α
[
ˆ

T3

vℓ(t, z)
[

eik·φn+1(t,z) − eik·φn(t,z)
]

dz e−ik·φn+1(t,x)

+

ˆ

T3

vℓ(t, z)e
ik·φn(t,z)dz

[

e−ik·φn+1(t,x) − e−ik·φn(t,x)
] ]

.

Can we make this small enough? At first sight, yes, however, there is a trade-off here. We need to
achieve at the same time smallness with respect to n, i.e. smallness in terms of the parameters of the
convex integration scheme and smallness with respect to k, i.e. summability due to the nonlocal nature
of the fractional Laplacian.

It is not clear how to balance these two constraints in a way that makes the convex integration
scheme work. This seems to be due to the lack of “explicit” damping factors |k|−N in the expressions
above. The usual way to create them is to introduce derivatives on the exponential factor and use
integration by parts, but this means we will have more derivatives on vℓ, and hence factors of ℓ−1, but
we cannot afford much more than ℓ−δ−α, and definitely not ℓ−N for some integer N ≥ 1. So it seems
like one needs to avoid using this definition of the fractional Laplacian.

(b) Another in principle plausible approach would be to use the “paralinearisation lemma” of [4,
Corollary 2.91]. We first tried a similar approach as in [23, Lemma C.2], using continuity of the Bessel
potential operators (I−∆)−1 and the explicit, local nature of (I−∆) as well as duality to get a more
manageable form of the resulting expressions and then apply the paralinearisation lemma in a Besov
space of “sufficiently high” regularity. However, a more careful inspection of the lemma’s proof reveals
that the constant in the lemma depends on higher derivatives than the second if s is large. We could
not find a way to employ this tool in a way that circumvents this issue. Hence we needed a different
argument.
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We first apply that Rφn+1 is an order (−1) operator: for t ∈ [0, tL],

∥
∥
∥Rφn+1

([

(−∆)
α
φn+1

− (−∆)
α
φn

]

vℓ

)∥
∥
∥
Cδ

x

=
∥
∥
∥Rφn+1

([

(−∆)
α
φn+1

− (−∆)
α
φn

]

vℓ

)∥
∥
∥
Bδ

∞,∞

Equ. (B.3)

≤ CL5+4δ
∥
∥
∥

[

(−∆)
α
φn+1

− (−∆)
α
φn

]

vℓ

∥
∥
∥
Bδ−1

∞,∞

.

We obtain
[

(−∆)
α
φn+1

− (−∆)
α
φn

]

vℓ

= (−∆)α(vℓ ◦ φ−1
n+1) ◦ φn+1 − (−∆)α(vℓ ◦ φ−1

n ) ◦ φn
= (−∆)α(vℓ ◦ φ−1

n+1 − vℓ ◦ φ−1
n ) ◦ φn+1 +

[
(−∆)α(vℓ ◦ φ−1

n ) ◦ φn+1 − (−∆)α(vℓ ◦ φ−1
n ) ◦ φn

]

=: I + II.

Note that both terms have a similar form. In particular, the following holds:

Lemma 8.2. We have for t ∈ [0, tL]

‖I‖Bδ−1
∞,∞

≤ 2CL7‖fI ◦ ψI − fI‖Bδ+2α−1
∞,∞

, for ψI := φ−1
n+1 ◦ φn, fI := vℓ,

‖II‖Bδ−1
∞,∞

≤ 2CL4‖fII ◦ ψII − fII‖Bδ+2α−1
∞,∞

, for ψII := φn+1 ◦ φ−1
n , fII := (−∆)α(vℓ ◦ φ−1

n ).

Proof. Since we will be using different dualisations

(Bs∞,∞, B
−s
1,1)

for several values of s, we will denote which one we use by writing “Bs∞,∞-dualisation” whenever we
use it. We will first treat the term I. We will explain this term in full technical detail and shorten the
analogous computations for subsequent terms. For t ∈ [0, tL], we have

‖I‖Bδ−1
∞,∞

=
∥
∥(−∆)α(vℓ ◦ φ−1

n+1 − vℓ ◦ φ−1
n ) ◦ φn+1

∥
∥
Bδ−1

∞,∞

Bδ−1
∞,∞−dualisation

= sup
g∈B1−δ

1,1

‖g‖
B

1−δ
1,1 =1

ˆ

T3

[
(−∆)α(vℓ ◦ φ−1

n+1 − vℓ ◦ φ−1
n ) ◦ φn+1

]
· g dx

≤ sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ
1,1

≤2

ˆ

T3

[
(−∆)α(vℓ ◦ φ−1

n+1 − vℓ ◦ φ−1
n ) ◦ φn+1

]
· g dx

= sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ
1,1

≤2

ˆ

T3

[
(−∆)α(vℓ ◦ φ−1

n+1 − vℓ ◦ φ−1
n )
]
· (g ◦ φ−1

n+1) dx

= sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ
1,1 ≤2

ˆ

T3

[
vℓ ◦ φ−1

n+1 − vℓ ◦ φ−1
n

]
· (−∆)α(g ◦ φ−1

n+1) dx

= sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ
1,1

≤2

ˆ

T3

[
vℓ ◦ (φ−1

n+1 ◦ φn)− vℓ
]
·
[
(−∆)α(g ◦ φ−1

n+1)
]
◦ φ−1

n dx,
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and using a Bδ+2α−1
∞,∞ -dualisation, we find

‖I‖Bδ−1
∞,∞

≤ C sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ
1,1

≤2

∥
∥vℓ ◦ (φ−1

n+1 ◦ φn)− vℓ
∥
∥
Bδ+2α−1

∞,∞
·
∥
∥(−∆)α(g ◦ φ−1

n+1) ◦ φ−1
n

∥
∥
B1−δ−2α

1,1

Lemma B.10
≤ CL4−(1−δ−2α)

∥
∥vℓ ◦ (φ−1

n+1 ◦ φn)− vℓ
∥
∥
Bδ+2α−1

∞,∞
sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ
1,1 ≤2

∥
∥(−∆)α(g ◦ φ−1

n+1)
∥
∥
B1−δ−2α

1,1

Lemma B.2
≤ CL3+δ+2α

∥
∥vℓ ◦ (φ−1

n+1 ◦ φn)− vℓ
∥
∥
Bδ+2α−1

∞,∞
· C sup

g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ
1,1 ≤2

∥
∥g ◦ φ−1

n+1

∥
∥
B1−δ

1,1

Lemma B.10
≤ CL3+δ+2α

∥
∥vℓ ◦ (φ−1

n+1 ◦ φn)− vℓ
∥
∥
Bδ+2α−1

∞,∞
· CL4−(1−δ) sup

g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ
1,1 ≤2

‖g‖B1−δ
1,1

≤ 2CL6+2δ+2α
∥
∥vℓ ◦ (φ−1

n+1 ◦ φn)− vℓ
∥
∥
Bδ+2α−1

∞,∞
.

Similarly, the second term satisfies (letting fII := (−∆)α(vℓ ◦ φ−1
n )) for t ∈ [0, tL]

‖II‖Bδ−1
∞,∞

≤ sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ
1,1 ≤2

ˆ

T3

[
fII ◦ (φn+1 ◦ φ−1

n )− fII
]
· (g ◦ φ−1

n ) dx

Bδ−1
∞,∞−dualisation

≤ C sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ
1,1

≤2

∥
∥fII ◦ (φn+1 ◦ φ−1

n )− fII
∥
∥
Bδ−1

∞,∞
·
∥
∥g ◦ φ−1

n

∥
∥
B1−δ

1,1

Lemma B.10
≤ 2CL3+δ

∥
∥fII ◦ (φn+1 ◦ φ−1

n )− fII
∥
∥
Bδ−1

∞,∞
.

Now we set s = δ − 1 < 0 and estimate, using duality:

‖f ◦ ψ − f‖Bs
∞,∞

≤ sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

−s
1,1≤2

ˆ

T3

f ·
[
g ◦ ψ−1 − g

]
dx

Bs+ε
∞,∞−dualisation

≤ C sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

−s
1,1≤2

‖f‖Bs+ε
∞,∞

‖g ◦ ψ−1 − g‖B−s−ε
1,1

,

for some ε > 0 to be determined below.

Lemma 8.3. Let L ∈ N, L ≥ 1, d ∈ N, and let s < 0 and ε > 0 be such that −s− ε/2 ∈ (0, 1).
Then for every g ∈ B−s

1,1(T
d) and ψ = φ1 ◦ φ2, if either φi ∈ {φ−1

n+1 ◦ φn, φn+1 ◦ φ−1
n } or φi ∈

{φn(t, ·), φn(r, ·)} for some fixed t ≤ tL, r, we have

‖g ◦ ψ−1 − g‖B−s−ε
1,1

≤ Cd(L, s, ε)‖g‖B−s
1,1
‖ψ − Id ‖

ε2

48

L∞ . (8.2)

Furthermore, we have C3(L, s, 1) ≤ CL8.

Proof. We want to prove this equality using interpolation because the L1-type Besov norms are more
difficult to handle than the L∞-type Besov norms are. Using Lp-interpolation, we can “split” our
problem into a bounded term of L1-type and a small term of L∞-type, each raised to a power ϑ, 1−ϑ,
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respectively. We need the resulting powers of the “small” term to be sufficiently small for the scheme
to work.

First, we can increase the integrability/summability indices (1, 1) → (p, p) for p > 1 to be
determined below at the cost of slightly worse regularity. To be precise, we find

‖g ◦ ψ−1 − g‖B−s−ε
1,1

Lemma B.6
≤ C(p)‖g ◦ ψ−1 − g‖B−s−ε

p,1

Lemma B.5
≤ C(p)C(ε, p)‖g ◦ ψ−1 − g‖

B
−s−ε+ε/2
p,p

= C(ε, p)‖g ◦ ψ−1 − g‖
B

−s−ε/2
p,p

.

Now, the trick consists in understanding g ◦ ψ−1 − g as the application of a linear operator

Th := h ◦ ψ−1 − h

and to apply interpolation theory to this operator.
To this end, let us show that for the endpoints p ∈ {1,∞} we have

T : B
−s−ε/4
1,1 → B

−s−ε/2
1,1 with norm bounded by CL8+2s+ε,

T : B−s−ε/4
∞,∞ → B−s−ε/2

∞,∞ with norm bounded by CL−2s−ε/2‖ψ − Id ‖(1−θ)(−s−ε/4)L∞ .

Case 1: p = 1. Here we have

‖g ◦ ψ−1 − g‖
B

−s−ε/2
1,1

≤ ‖g ◦ ψ−1‖
B

−s−ε/2
1,1

+ ‖g‖
B

−s−ε/2
1,1

Lemma B.10
≤ 2L4−(−s−ε/2)L4−(−s−ε/2)‖g‖

B
−s−ε/2
1,1

Lemma B.4
≤ C(ε/4)L8+2s+ε‖g‖

B
−s−ε/4
1,1

.

Case 2: p = ∞. Recall that 0 < −s− ε/2 < 1 and let θ ∈ (0, 1) such that

θ−1(−s− ε/2) = −s− ε/4, i.e. θ =
−s− ε/2

−s− ε/4
.

We now have2

‖g ◦ ψ−1 − g‖
B

−s−ε/2
∞,∞

Equ. (1.4)

≤ C‖g ◦ ψ−1 − g‖C−s−ε/2 = C(‖g ◦ ψ−1 − g‖L∞ + [g ◦ ψ−1 − g]C−s−ε/2).

The second term can be estimated as

[g ◦ ψ−1 − g]C−s−ε/2
def.
= sup

x 6=y

|g ◦ ψ−1(x) − g(x)− g ◦ ψ−1(y)− g(y)|
|x− y|−s−ε/2 =: sup

x 6=y

Ig,ψ(x, y)

|x− y|−s−ε/2

≤
(

sup
x 6=y

Ig,ψ(x, y)

|x− y|θ−1(−s−ε/2)

)θ(

sup
x 6=y

Ig,ψ(x, y)

)1−θ

≤ [g ◦ ψ−1 − g]θC−s−ε/4

(

sup
x 6=y

Ig,ψ(x, y)

)1−θ

≤ C(θ)‖g ◦ ψ−1 − g‖θ
B

−s−ε/4
∞,∞

(

sup
x 6=y

Ig,ψ(x, y)

)1−θ

Lemma B.8
≤ C(θ)

(

L−s−ε/4
)2

‖g‖θ
B

−s−ε/4
∞,∞

(

sup
x 6=y

Ig,ψ(x, y)

)1−θ

.

2Here, Cα denote the classical Hölder spaces; note that the embedding of the Zygmund spaces Cα into the Hölder

spaces works because in this case, 0 < α < 1.
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The last factor can now be estimated readily as follows:

Ig,ψ(x, y) ≤ |g ◦ ψ−1(x)− g(x)|+ |g ◦ ψ−1(y)− g(y)|

≤ [g]C−s−ε/4

(

|ψ−1(x)− x|−s−ε/4 + |ψ−1(y)− y|−s−ε/4
)

≤ C‖g‖
B

−s−ε/4
∞,∞

‖ψ − Id ‖−s−ε/4L∞ .

Therefore, we find

‖g ◦ ψ−1 − g‖
B

−s−ε/2
∞,∞

≤ CL−2s−ε/2‖g‖
B

−s−ε/4
∞,∞

‖ψ − Id ‖(1−θ)(−s−ε/4)L∞ .

Then, using complex interpolation theory (cf. [35, Theorem 2.6, p. 51]), we find

‖T ‖L([B
−s−ε/4
1,1 ,B

−s−ε/4
∞,∞ ]ϑ,[B

−s−ε/2
1,1 ,B

−s−ε/2
∞,∞ ]ϑ)

≤ ‖T ‖1−ϑ
L(B

−s−ε/4
1,1 ,B

−s−ε/2
1,1 )

‖T ‖ϑL(B
−s−ε/4
∞,∞ ,B

−s−ε/2
∞,∞ )

≤ CL(1−ϑ)(8+2s+ε)Lϑ(−2s−ε/2)‖ψ − Id ‖ϑ(1−θ)(−s−ε/4)L∞ .

Finally, applying [29, Theorem 14.4.30, p. 345 f.] allows us to identify the interpolation spaces

[B
−s−ε/4
1,1 , B−s−ε/4

∞,∞ ]ϑ = B−s−ε/4
p,p ,

[B
−s−ε/2
1,1 , B−s−ε/2

∞,∞ ]ϑ = B−s−ε/2
p,p

for

1

p
=

1− ϑ

1
+

ϑ

∞ , i.e. ϑ = 1− 1

p
∈ (0, 1) since p ∈ (1,∞).

Thus we find that

‖T ‖L(B
−s−ε/4
p,p ,B

−s−ε/2
p,p )

≤ CL(1−ϑ)(8+2s+ε)Lϑ(−2s−ε/2)‖ψ − Id ‖ϑ(1−θ)(−s−ε/4)L∞ .

In summary, this implies that

‖g ◦ ψ−1 − g‖
B

−s−ε/2
p,p

= ‖Tg‖
B

−s−ε/2
p,p

≤ ‖T ‖L(B
−s−ε/4
p,p ,B

−s−ε/2
p,p )

‖g‖
B

−s−ε/4
p,p

≤ CL(1−ϑ)(8+2s+ε)Lϑ(−2s−ε/2)‖ψ − Id ‖ϑ(1−θ)(−s−ε/4)L∞ ‖g‖
B

−s−ε/4
p,p

≤ CL(1−ϑ)(8+2s+ε)Lϑ(−2s−ε/2)‖ψ − Id ‖ϑ(1−θ)(−s−ε/4)L∞ ‖g‖B−s
1,1
,

where we have used the Sobolev-type embedding theorem Lemma B.7 in the case

p1 = q1 = 1,

p2 = q2 = p,

and we finally choose p such that

d

(

1− 1

p

)

= ε/4, i.e. p =
1

1− ε
4d

∈ (1,∞), which works for 0 < ε < 4d.

The exponent of the norm of ψ − Id can be calculated since

ϑ = 1− 1

p
=

ε

4d
∈ (0, 1),

1− θ =
ε/4

−s− ε/4
∈ (0, 1).
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Hence,

ϑ(1− θ)(−s− ε/4) =
ε

4d
· ε/4

−s− ε/4
· (−s− ε/4) =

ε2

16d
.

Finally, using the above choices, we find that the constant has the form

Cd(L, s, ε) := CL(1−ϑ)(8+2s+ε)Lϑ(−2s−ε/2) = CL8(1− ε
4d )+2s(1− ε

2d )+ε(1− 3ε
8d ).

As ε > 0 and s < 0, we immediately infer that C3(L, s, 1) ≤ CL8. This concludes the proof.

With the preparations of the previous section, we are now ready to prove Proposition 6.12.

Proof of Proposition 6.12. The restrictions on ε from the previous section are

1. ε > 0;

2. ε < 4d = 12;

3.

0 < −s− ε/2 < 1 ⇔ 0 < −2s− ε < 2 ⇔ 2s < −ε < 2(1 + s)

⇔ −2s > ε > −2(1 + s)
s=δ−1⇔ 2(1− δ) > ε > −2δ.

The intersection of the three conditions gives

ε ∈ (0, 2(1− δ)).

We obviously have that for ψ ∈ {ψI , ψII}

‖ψ − Id ‖L∞ ≤ max
(
‖φn+1 − φn‖L∞ , ‖φ−1

n+1 − φ−1
n ‖L∞

)
≤ C(n+ 1)ςγ

′

n , (8.3)

and hence we find

‖I + II‖Bδ−1
∞,∞

Lemma 8.3
≤ CL7L8 sup

g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ
1,1

≤2

(

‖fI‖Bs+ε
∞,∞

+ ‖fII‖Bs+ε
∞,∞

)

‖g‖B1−δ
1,1

‖ψ − Id ‖
ε2

48

L∞

≤ 2CL15
(

‖vℓ‖Bδ−1+ε
∞,∞

+ ‖(−∆)α(vℓ ◦ φ−1
n )‖Bδ−1+ε

∞,∞

)

‖ψ − Id ‖
ε2

48

L∞

Lemma B.2, Lemma B.8

≤ CL4−(δ+2α−1+ε)L15‖vℓ‖Bδ+2α−1+ε
∞,∞

‖ψ − Id ‖
ε2

48

L∞ .

Now, there is a trade-off :

1. For the terms with vℓ, we want ε > 0 to be as small as possible, because each derivative of vℓ
costs a factor ℓ−1.

2. On the other hand, for the ψ − Id term, we want ε to be as large as possible, since this
determines how small the resulting term will be.

Since the term −1 appears in the regularity exponent of vℓ, 1 ≤ ε≪ 2 is admissible. So, let us fix

ε = 1.

This implies

‖I + II‖Bδ−1
∞,∞

≤ CL20‖vℓ‖Bδ+2α
∞,∞

‖ψ − Id ‖
1
48

L∞

Equ. (6.17),(8.3)

≤ CL20Mvℓ
−δ−2α(n+ 1)ς

1
48γ

′

n .
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Therefore,

‖R̊flow
2 ‖C0

tC
0
x
≤ CL26Mvℓ

−δ−2α(n+ 1)ς
1
48 γ

′

n ,

as we wanted to show. Regarding the C1-norm, we have

‖R̊flow
2 ‖C≤tL

C1
x
≤ C

∥
∥
∥Rφn+1

[(

(−∆)αφn+1
− (−∆)αφn

)

vℓ

]∥
∥
∥
C≤tL

C1+δ
x

Equ. (B.5)

≤ CL1+2δ
(

‖(−∆)αφn+1
vℓ‖C≤tL

Cδ
x
+ ‖(−∆)αφn

vℓ‖C≤tL
Cδ

x

)

= CL1+2δ
(

‖(−∆)α(vℓ ◦ φ−1
n+1) ◦ φn+1‖C≤tL

Cδ
x
+ ‖(−∆)α(vℓ ◦ φ−1

n ) ◦ φn‖C≤tL
Cδ

x

)

Lemma B.8, Lemma B.2

≤ CL1+4δ+2α‖vℓ‖C≤tL
Cδ+2α

x

Equ. (6.17)

≤ CL2ℓ−1−δ−2αMvLnℓ

Equ. (6.3)

≤ CMvL
2Lnℓ

−1−δ−2α(n+ 1)ςγ
′

n .

8.8 Mollification error

Proof of Proposition 6.15. Throughout this proof, let t ∈ [0, tL]. The idea here is similar to the one
for the flow error, except that instead of a difference φn+1 − φn, in the most difficult terms, we will
have differences of the form φn(t)− φn(s).

We start in a similar way as for R̊flow
2 :

∥
∥
∥R̊moll

3 (t)
∥
∥
∥
Cδ

x

:=
∥
∥Rφn+1

[(
(−∆)αφn

vℓ − ((−∆)αφn
vn) ∗ χℓ

)]∥
∥
Cδ

x

Equ. (B.3)

≤ CL5+4δ
∥
∥(−∆)αφn

vℓ − ((−∆)αφn
vn) ∗ χℓ

∥
∥
Bδ−1

∞,∞

≤ CL5+4δ
(∥
∥(−∆)αφn

(vℓ − vn)
∥
∥
Bδ−1

∞,∞
+
∥
∥(−∆)αφn

vn − ((−∆)αφn
vn) ∗ χℓ

∥
∥
Bδ−1

∞,∞

)

=: CL5+4δ(I + II).

Let us consider I first:

I
Lemma B.9

≤ CL4−(δ−1)
∥
∥(−∆)α((vℓ − vn) ◦ φ−1

n )
∥
∥
Bδ−1

∞,∞

Lemma B.2
≤ CL5−δ‖(vℓ − vn) ◦ φ−1

n ‖Bδ+2α−1
∞,∞

Lemma B.9
≤ CL10−2δ−2α‖vℓ − vn‖Bδ+2α−1

∞,∞
.

If we only had a spatial mollification, we would be done now using standard mollification estimates.
However, we have a mollification in both space and time. So we need to work a bit more and employ
Lemma B.15 for s = δ + 2α− 1, f = vn, κ = 1 and β = γ ∈ (0, 1/2):

I(t) ≤ CL10−2δ−2α‖vℓ − vn‖Bδ+2α−1
∞,∞

(t)

Lemma B.15
≤ CL10

(

ℓ‖vn‖C0
tB

δ+2α
∞,∞

+ ℓγ‖vn‖Cγ
t B

δ+2α−1
∞,∞

)

≤CL10ℓγ
(

‖vn‖C0
tC

1
x
+ ‖vn‖Cγ

t C
0
x

)

Equ. (4.11)

≤ CL10LnDnℓ
γ .
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Now we estimate the term II. We again apply Lemma B.15, this time with f = (−∆)αφn
vn, s = δ− 1,

κ = 1 and β = γ
48 ∈ (0, 1/2). The significance of this latter choice will become clear in Equ. (8.4).

II(t) =
∥
∥(−∆)αφn

vn − ((−∆)αφn
vn) ∗ χℓ

∥
∥
Bδ−1

∞,∞
(t)

Lemma B.15
≤ Cℓ

∥
∥(−∆)αφn

vn
∥
∥
C0

tB
δ
∞,∞

+ ℓβ‖(−∆)αφn
vn‖Cβ

t B
δ−1
∞,∞

def.
= Cℓ

∥
∥(−∆)α(vn ◦ φ−1

n ) ◦ φn
∥
∥
C0

tB
δ
∞,∞

+ ℓβ‖(−∆)α(vn ◦ φ−1
n ) ◦ φn‖Cβ

t B
δ−1
∞,∞

.

The first term is simple: Using Bδ∞,∞ = Cδx, we find

∥
∥(−∆)α(vn ◦ φ−1

n ) ◦ φn
∥
∥
C0

tB
δ
∞,∞

Lemmas B.8, B.2

≤ CL2δ+2α‖vn‖C0
tB

δ+2α
∞,∞

≤ CL2δ+2α‖vn‖C0
tC

1
x

≤ CLLnDn.

The main difficulty lies in estimating the second term. We want to “peel away” all the operations to
get to a norm of vn only. An obvious strategy would be to attempt to use [23, Lemma C.3], however,
as we would have to use it once, then increase the regularity, and then use it again, this latter use
is not covered by that lemma as it concerns the Cβt C

0
x-norm, not the Cβt C

2α
x -norm. Here, we will

transfer some of the flow operations onto a test function. This has the added benefit of simplifying
the time-dependence of the terms we need to estimate, as the test function is independent of time,
whereas vn and φn are time dependent. More precisely, setting F (t, x) := (−∆)α(vn ◦ φ−1

n )(t, x)

[F ◦ φn]Cβ
t B

δ−1
∞,∞

= sup
s,r∈[0,t],
s6=r

‖F (s, φn(s))− F (r, φn(r))‖Bδ−1
∞,∞

|s− r|β

= sup
s,r∈[0,t],
s6=r

1

|s− r|β sup
g∈B1−δ

1,1

‖g‖
B

1−δ
1,1

≤1

ˆ

T3

(F (s, φn(s, x))− F (r, φn(r, x))) g(x) dx

≤ sup
s,r∈[0,t],
s6=r

1

|s− r|β sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ
1,1

≤2

ˆ

T3

F (s, y)(g ◦ φ−1
n )(s, y) dy −

ˆ

T3

F (r, y)(g ◦ φ−1
n )(r, y) dy

≤ sup
s,r∈[0,t],
s6=r

1

|s− r|β sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ
1,1

≤2

ˆ

T3

(F (s, y)− F (r, y))(g ◦ φ−1
n )(s, y) dy

+ sup
s,r∈[0,t],
s6=r

1

|s− r|β sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ
1,1

≤2

ˆ

T3

F (r, y)
(
(g ◦ φ−1

n )(s)− (g ◦ φ−1
n )(r)

)
dy

=: D + E.

This is similar to the terms we had to deal with in the flow error, except for differences of φn+1, φn,
here we have differences of φn(t) and φn(s). We apply the same method we used for the flow error.
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Let us consider the easier term, D, first:

sup
s,r∈[0,t],
s6=r

1

|s− r|β sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ
1,1

≤2

ˆ

T3

(F (s, y)− F (r, y))(g ◦ φ−1
n )(s, y) dy

Lemma B.10
≤ C sup

s,r∈[0,t],
s6=r

sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ
1,1

≤2

‖F (s)− F (r)‖Bδ−1
∞,∞

|s− r|β CL4−(1−δ)‖g‖B1−δ
1,1

≤ CL3+δ sup
s,r∈[0,t],
s6=r

‖(−∆)α
[
(vn ◦ φ−1

n )(s)− (vn ◦ φ−1
n )(r)

]
‖Bδ−1

∞,∞

|s− r|β

Lemma B.2
≤ CL3+δ sup

s,r∈[0,t],
s6=r

‖(vn ◦ φ−1
n )(s)− (vn ◦ φ−1

n )(r)‖Bδ+2α−1
∞,∞

|s− r|β .

We need to be careful here, since outside of D, we only have a “weak” factor of ℓβ ≈ ℓ1/100 as opposed
to the ℓγ ≈ ℓ1/2 in [23], so we cannot afford “full” terms of Dn as we could there. We thus analyze the
term inside the supremum:

1

|s− r|β ‖(vn ◦ φ−1
n )(t)− (vn ◦ φ−1

n )(s)‖Bδ+2α−1
∞,∞

≤ 1

|s− r|β sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ−2α
1,1

≤2

ˆ

T3

vn(s, y) · (g ◦ φn(s)) dy −
ˆ

T3

vn(r, y) · (g ◦ φn(r)) dy

duality

≤ C sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ−2α
1,1

≤2

‖vn(s)− vn(r)‖Bδ+2α−1
∞,∞

|s− r|β ‖g ◦ φn(s)‖B1−δ−2α
1,1

+ C sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ−2α
1,1

≤2

‖vn(r)‖Bδ+2α
∞,∞

‖g ◦ φn(s)− g ◦ φn(r)‖B−δ−2α
1,1

|s− r|β

=: Da +Db.

For the term Da, we find

Da

Lemma B.10
≤

‖vn(s)− vn(r)‖C0
x

|s− r|β CL4−(1−δ−2α) sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ−2α
1,1

≤2

‖g‖B1−δ−2α
1,1

≤ 4CL3+δ+2α

(‖vn(s)− vn(r)‖C0
x

|s− r|

)β

‖vn‖1−βC0
tC

0
x

≤ CL4‖vn‖βC1
tC

0
x
‖vn‖1−βC0

tC
0
x

Equ. (4.11), (4.12)

≤ CL4 (LnDn)
β
(2MvLn)

1−β

≤ CL4LnM
1−β
v Dβ

n.
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The term Db is treated as follows: setting ψ := φn(s) ◦ φ−1
n (r), we find

Db

Lem. B.8
≤ CLδ+2α‖vn‖C0

tC
δ+2α
x

1

|s− r|β sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ−2α
1,1

≤2

sup
h∈C∞

‖h‖
B

δ+2α
∞,∞

≤2

‖g ◦ ψ − g‖B−δ−2α
1,1

‖h‖Bδ+2α
∞,∞

Equ. (6.18), Lem. 8.3

≤ CL9+δ+2α(Mv +M1−δ−2α
v )LnD

δ+2α
n

1

|s− r|β sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ−2α
1,1

≤2

‖g‖B1−δ−2α
1,1

‖ψ − Id ‖1/48L∞

≤ CL9+δ+2α(Mv +M1−δ−2α
v )LnD

δ+2α
n

‖φn(r) − φn(s)‖1/48L∞

|s− r|β .

In the penultimate step, we applied Lemma 8.3 with s = δ + 2α− 1. Now, with β = γ
48 , we find

Db ≤ CL9+δ+2α(Mv +M1−δ−2α
v )LnD

δ+2α
n

(‖φn(r) − φn(s)‖L∞

|s− r|α
)1/48

≤ CL9+δ+2α(Mv +M1−δ−2α
v )LnD

δ+2α
n (CL)

1/48

≤ CL10Ln(Mv +M1−δ−2α
v )Dδ+2α

n .

(8.4)

Finally, we need to estimate the term

E := sup
s,r∈[0,t],
s6=r

1

|s− r|β sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ
1,1

≤2

ˆ

T3

F (r, y)
(
(g ◦ φ−1

n )(s)− (g ◦ φ−1
n )(r)

)
dy.

First, we consider
ˆ

T3

F (r, y)
(
(g ◦ φ−1

n )(s)− (g ◦ φ−1
n )(r)

)
dy

Lemma B.2
≤ C‖vn ◦ φ−1

n ‖Bδ+2α
∞,∞

‖(g ◦ φ−1
n )(s) − (g ◦ φ−1

n )(r)‖B−δ
1,1

Lemma B.8,

≤
Equ. (6.18)

CLδ+2αLnD
δ+2α
n (Mv +M1−δ−2α

v )‖(g ◦ φ−1
n )(s)− (g ◦ φ−1

n )(r)‖B−δ
1,1
.

We consider the last factor separately:

‖(g ◦ φ−1
n )(s)− (g ◦ φ−1

n )(r)‖B−δ
1,1

≤ sup
h∈C∞

‖h‖
Bδ

∞,∞
≤2

ˆ

T3

[
g ◦ φ−1

n (s)− g ◦ φ−1
n (r)

]
· h dx

≤ C sup
h∈C∞

‖h‖
Bδ

∞,∞
≤2

‖g ◦ (φ−1
n (s) ◦ φn(r)) − g‖B−δ

1,1
‖h ◦ φn(r)‖Bδ

∞,∞

Lemma B.8
≤ CLδ‖g ◦ ψ − g‖B−δ

1,1
,

with ψ := φ−1
n (s) ◦ φn(r). We apply Lemma 8.3 with s = δ − 1 < 0 and ε = 1 to find (recall that

β = γ/48)

‖g ◦ ψ − g‖B−δ
1,1

≤ L8‖g‖B1−δ
1,1

‖ψ − Id ‖1/48L∞ ≤ CL8‖g‖B1−δ
1,1

(‖φ−1
n (s)− φ−1

n (r)‖C0
x

|s− r|γ
)1/48

|s− r| γ
48

≤ CL9‖g‖B1−δ
1,1

|s− r|β .
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Plugging our above results into the definition of E yields:

E ≤ CL9+2δ+2αLnD
δ+2α
n (Mv +M1−δ−2α

v )‖g‖B1−δ
1,1

.

This finally gives (as δ + 2α < β)

II(t) ≤ CℓLLnDn + ℓβ
(

CL4LnM
1−β
v Dβ

n + CL10Ln(Mv +M1−δ−2α
v )Dδ+2α

n

+ CL9+2δ+2αLnD
δ+2α
n (Mv +M1−δ−2α

v ) sup
g∈C∞

‖g‖
B

1−δ
1,1

≤2

‖g‖B1−δ
1,1

)

≤ CL10Ln(1 +M1−β
v +M1−δ−2α

v +Mv)
(
ℓDn + ℓβDβ

n + ℓβDδ+2α
n

)

≤ CL10Ln(1 +M1−β
v +M1−δ−2α

v +Mv)(ℓDn + ℓβDβ
n).

Now we combine all estimates to find
∥
∥
∥R̊moll

3 (t)
∥
∥
∥
Cδ

x

≤ CL5+4δ(I + II) ≤ CL16Ln(1 +M1−β
v +M1−δ−2α

v +Mv)(ℓ
γDn + ℓβDβ

n).

To estimate the C1-norm of R̊moll
3 , let us calculate

‖R̊moll
3 ‖C≤tL

C1
x

Equ. (B.5)

≤ CL1+2δ
∥
∥
(
(−∆)αφn

vℓ − ((−∆)αφn
vn) ∗ χℓ

)∥
∥
C≤tL

Cδ
x

≤ CL1+2δ‖(−∆)αφn
(vℓ − vn)‖C≤tL

Cδ
x
+ CL1+2δ

∥
∥(−∆)αφn

vn −
[
(−∆)αφn

vn
]
∗ χℓ

∥
∥
C≤tL

Cδ
x

=: I + II.

We have for t ≤ tL

I
Lemmas B.8, B.2

≤ CL1+4δ+2α
(

‖vℓ‖Cδ+2α
x

+ ‖vn‖Cδ+2α
x

)

Equ. (6.17) (6.18)

≤ CL1+4δ+2α
(
MvLnℓ

−δ−2α + (M1−δ−2α
v +Mv)LnD

δ+2α
n

)

≤ C(M1−δ−2α
v +Mv)L

1+4δ+2αLnℓ
−δ−2α.

Now we consider the other term: Using interpolation, we find

II ≤ CL1+2δ
(

‖(−∆)αφn
vn‖Cδ

x
+ ‖(−∆)αφn

vn‖1−δC0
x
‖
{
(−∆)αφn

vn
}
∗Dχℓ‖δC0

x

)

≤ CL1+2δℓ−δ‖(−∆)αφn
vn‖Cδ

x

Lemma B.8
≤ CL1+2δℓ−δL2δ+2α‖vn‖Cδ+2α

x

≤ C(M1−δ−2α
v +Mv)L

1+4δ+2αLnℓ
−δDδ+2α

n

≤ C(M1−δ−2α
v +Mv)L

1+4δ+2αLnℓ
−2δ−4α.

Therefore,

‖R̊moll
3 ‖C≤tL

C1
x
≤ C(M1−δ−2α

v +Mv)L
1+4δ+2αLnℓ

−2δ−4α.
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8.9 Compressibility error

Proof of Proposition 6.17. Throughout this proof, let t ∈ [0, tL]. We use the decomposition of [23,
Proof of Proposition 4.11]:

R̊comp
n+1 = R̊comp,1

n+1 + R̊comp,2
n+1 + R̊comp,3

n+1 + R̊comp,4
n+1

R̊comp,1
n+1 := Rφn+1∂tw

1
c ,

R̊comp,2
n+1 := Rφn+1∂tw

2
c ,

R̊comp,3
n+1 := Rφn+1divφn+1 (vn+1 ⊗ wc + wc ⊗ vn+1 − wc ⊗ wc) ,

R̊comp,4
n+1 := Rφn+1divφn+1 (vℓ ⊗ wc) .

Following [23], it is easy to see that the constants in

‖R̊comp,1
n+1 ‖C≤tL

Cδ
x
≤ C(1 +M2δ

v )L12+5δLnδ
6
5
n+2ℓ

−3δ,

‖R̊comp,1
n+1 ‖C≤tL

C1+δ
x

≤ C(1 +M2δ
v )L7Lnδ

6
5
n+2ℓ

−1−3δ,

are independent of the energy. Next, for r ≥ r∗ + 1 and t ≤ tL, by the stationary phase lemma B.12

‖R̊comp,2
n+1 ‖Cδ

x
≤ CLr+3+2δ

∑

k

λδ−2[∂sak]C1
x
+ λδ−r−1[∂sak]Cr+1

x
+ λ−r−1[∂sak]Cr+1+δ

x

+ λδ−1[∂τak]C1
x
+ λδ−r[∂τak]Cr+1

x
+ λ−r[∂τak]Cr+1+δ

x

+ ςγ−1
n+1

(

λδ−1[ak]C2
x
+ λδ−r[ak]Cr+2

x
+ λ−r[ak]Cr+2+δ

x

)

+ CL11+4δςγ−1
n+1‖w2

c‖Cδ
x

≤ CLr+3+2δ
∑

k

λδ−2C(8),1
e L

9
2
nµ

2ςγ−2
n+1δ

1
2
n (Dn + ςγ−1

n+1)

+ λδ−r−1C(8),r+1
e L

2r+ 5
2

n µr+2ς
(r+1)(γ−1)−1
n+1 δ

1
2
n (Dnℓ

−r + ςγ−1
n+1 )

+ λ−r−1C(8),r+1+δ
e L

2(r+δ)+ 5
2

n µr+2+δς
(r+δ+1)(γ−1)−1
n+1 δ

1
2
n (Dnℓ

−(r+δ) + ςγ−1
n+1)

+ λδ−1C(2),1
e (1 +Mv)L

3
nµς

2(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n

+ λδ−rC(6),r+1
e (1 +Mv)L

r+3
n µr+1ς

(r+2)(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n

+ λ−rC(6),r+1+δ
e (1 +Mv)L

r+δ+3
n µr+1+δς

(r+2+δ)(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n

+ ςγ−1
n+1

(

λδ−1C(5),2
e L

7
2
nµ

2ς
2(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n

+ λδ−rC(5),r+2
e L

r+ 7
2

n µr+2ς
(r+2)(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n

+λ−rC(5),r+2+δ
e L

r+δ+ 7
2

n µrς
(r+δ+2)(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n

)

+ CL12+6δL
5
2+δ
n

(

C(1),1
e + C(5),1+δ

e

)

λδ−1µς2γ−2
n+1 δ

1
2
n

≤ Ccomp,2,δ
e L12+6δL

2(r+δ)+ 5
2

n λδ−1µς2γ−2
n+1 δ

1
2
n ,

where

Ccomp,2,δ
e := C

(

C(8),1
e + C(8),r+1

e + C(8),r+δ+1
e +

(

C(2),1
e + C(6),r+1

e + C(6),r+δ+1
e

)

(1 +Mv)

+C(5),2
e + C(5),r+2

e + C(5),r+δ+2
e + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e

)

.
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Further (recalling the notation uc(t, x) := i
∑

k∈Λ ∇φn+1ak(t, x, λt)× k
|k|2 ×Ωk(λφn+1) and the identity

w2
c = 1

λQ
(
uc ◦ φ−1

n+1

)
◦ φn+1 from [23, p.45]), we have

‖R̊comp,2
n+1 ‖C1+δ

x
≤ λ−1‖(RQ∂t(uc ◦ φ−1

n+1)) ◦ φn+1‖C1+δ
x

+ ‖Rφn+1(φ̇n+1 · ∇φn+1w2
c )‖C1+δ

x

≤ CL3+2δ
(

λ−1Lδ‖∂t(uc ◦ φ−1
n+1)‖Cδ

x
+ ςγ−1

n+1(L‖w2
c‖C1

x
+ L2+δ‖w2

c‖C1+δ
x

)
)

≤ CL3+2δ

(

λ−1Lδ

(
∑

k

‖(∇∂t)(ak ◦ φ−1
n+1)‖Cδ

x
+ ‖(∇∂t)(ak ◦ φ−1

n+1)‖Cxλ
δ

)

+L5+3δL
7
2+δ
n (C(1),1

e + C(5),2+δ
e )λδµς2γ−2

n+1 δ
1
2
n

)

≤ CL3(1+δ)

(

λ−1Lδ

(
∑

k

Lδ
(

‖∂sak‖C1+δ
x

+ ςγ−1
n+1

(

‖ak‖C1+δ
x

+ ‖ak‖C2+δ
x

))

+‖∂sak‖C1
x
+ ςγ−1

n+1

(
‖ak‖C1

x
+ ‖ak‖C2

x

)
+ ‖(∇∂t)(ak ◦ φ−1

n+1)‖Cxλ
δ
)

+L5+2δL
7
2+δ
n (C(1),1

e + C(5),2+δ
e )λδµς2γ−2

n+1 δ
1
2
n δ

1
2
n

)

≤ CL3(1+δ)

(

λ−1Lδ

(
∑

k

Lδ
(

C(8),1+δ
e L

13
2 +2δ
n µ2+δς

(1+δ)(γ−1)−1
n+1 δ

1
2
n (Dnℓ

−δ + ςγ−1
n+1)

+ςγ−1
n+1C

(5),2+δ
e L

5
2+δ
n δ

1
2
nµ

2+δς
(2+δ)(γ−1)
n+1

)

+(1 + λδ)C(8),1
e L

13
2
n µ2ςγ−2

n+1δ
1
2
n (Dn + ςγ−1

n+1 ) + ςγ−1
n+1C

(5),2
e L

5
2
nδ

1
2
nµ

2ς
2(γ−1)
n+1

)

+L5+2δL
7
2+δ
n (C(1),1

e + C(5),2+δ
e )λδµς2γ−2

n+1 δ
1
2
n δ

1
2
n

)

≤ Ccomp,2,1+δ
e L8+5δL

13
2 +2δ
n λδµς2γ−2

n+1 δ
1
2
n δ

1
2
n ,

where the constant is given by

Ccomp,2,1+δ
e := C

(

C(1),1
e + C(5),2+δ

e + C(8),1+δ
e

)

.

Next we apply Equ. (B.4) which yields

‖R̊comp,3
n+1 ‖Cδ

x
≤ CL2δ

((
‖vℓ‖Cδ

x
+ ‖wo‖Cδ

x
+ ‖wc‖Cδ

x

)
‖wc‖Cx + (‖vℓ‖Cx + ‖wo‖Cx + ‖wc‖Cx) ‖wc‖Cδ

x

)

≤ CL2δ
(

ℓ−δMvLn + L2δL
5
2
nC

(1),δ
e λδδ

1
2
n + (1 +M2δ

v )L7Lnδ
6
5
n+1

+ L1+2δL
5
2+δ
n

(

C(1),1
e + C(5),1+δ

e

)

λδ−1µςγ−1
n+1δ

1
2
n

)

×
(

(1 +M2δ
v )L7Lnδ

6
5
n+1 + L1+2δL

5
2+δ
n

(

C(1),1
e + C(5),1+δ

e

)

λδ−1µςγ−1
n+1δ

1
2
n

)

=: Ccomp,3,δ
e L2+6δL5+2δ

n λδδ
1
2
n δ

6
5
n+2,

where

Ccomp,3,δ
e := C

(

1 +Mv +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e

)(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e

)

.
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Moreover, using Equ. (B.5)

‖R̊comp,3
n+1 ‖C1+δ

x

≤ CL2(1+δ)
((

‖vℓ‖Cδ
x
+ ‖wo‖Cδ

x
+ ‖wc‖Cδ

x

)
‖wc‖C1+δ

x
+
(

‖vℓ‖C1+δ
x

+ ‖wo‖C1+δ
x

)

‖wc‖Cδ
x

)

≤ CL2(1+δ)
(

ℓ−δMvLn + C(1),δ
e L2δL

5
2
nλ

δδ
1
2
n + (1 +M2δ

v )L7Lnδ
6
5
n+2

+ (C(1),1
e + C(5),1+δ

e )L1+2δL
5
2+2δ
n λδ−1µςγ−1

n+1δ
1
2
n

)

×
(

(1 +M2δ
v )L7Lnℓ

−1δ
6
5
n+2 +

(

C(1),1
e + C(5),2+δ

e

)

L3+2δL
7
2+2δ
n λδµςγ−1

n+1δ
1
2
n

)

+ CL2(1+δ)
(

ℓ−δLnDn +
(

C(1),δ
e + C(5),1+δ

e

)

L2+2δL
5
2+2δ
n λ1+δδ

1
2
n

)

×
(

(1 +M2δ
v )L7Lnδ

6
5
n+2 + (C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e )L1+2δL

5
2+2δ
n λδµςγ−1

n+1δ
1
2
n

)

≤ Ccomp,3,1+δ
e L16+2δL6+4δ

n λ1+δδ
1
2
n δ

6
5
n+2,

where we have set

Ccomp,3,1+δ
e := C

((

1 + +M2δ
v +Mv + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e

)(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + C(5),2+δ
e

)

+
(

1 + C(1),δ
e + C(5),1+δ

e

)(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e

))

.

Finally we decompose

R̊comp,4
n+1 = Rφn+1

(

vℓdiv
φn+1(wo)

)

+Rφn+1
(
(wo · ∇φn+1)vℓ

)

=
∑

k

Rφn+1

([

(vℓ ◦ φ−1
n+1)

(
div(ak ◦ φ−1

n+1) + λ(ak ◦ φ−1
n+1)

)
Eke

iλk·x

+ (ak ◦ φ−1
n+1)Ek · ∇(vℓ ◦ φ−1

n+1)e
iλk·x

]

◦ φn+1

)

.
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We then obtain by the stationary phase lemma, Lemma B.12, for r ≥ r∗ + 2 and t ≤ tL,

‖R̊comp,4
n+1 ‖Cδ

x

≤ CLδ
∑

k

λδ−1
(
‖vℓ‖Cx

(
L‖ak‖C1

x
+ λ‖ak‖Cx

)
+ L‖ak‖Cx‖vℓ‖C1

x

)

+ λδ−r
(
‖(vℓ ◦ φ−1

n+1)div(ak ◦ φ−1
n+1)‖Cr

x
+ λ‖(vℓ ◦ φ−1

n+1)(ak ◦ φ−1
n+1)‖Cr

x

+‖(ak ◦ φ−1
n+1)Ek · ∇(vℓ ◦ φ−1

n+1)‖Cr
x

)

+ λ−r
(

‖(vℓ ◦ φ−1
n+1)div(ak ◦ φ−1

n+1)‖Cr+δ
x

+ λ‖(vℓ ◦ φ−1
n+1)(ak ◦ φ−1

n+1)‖Cr+δ
x

+‖(ak ◦ φ−1
n+1)Ek · ∇(vℓ ◦ φ−1

n+1)‖Cr+δ
x

)

≤ CLδ
∑

k

λδ−1
(
‖vℓ‖Cx

(
L‖ak‖C1

x
+ λ‖ak‖Cx

)
+ L‖ak‖Cx‖vℓ‖C1

x

)

+ λδ−r



‖vℓ‖CxL
r+1‖ak‖Cr+1

x
+ Lr‖vℓ‖Cr

x
‖ak‖C1

x
+
r−1∑

j=1

Lj‖vℓ‖Cj
x
Lr+1−j‖ak‖Cr+1−j

x

+λ



‖vℓ‖CxL
r‖ak‖Cr

x
+ Lr‖vℓ‖Cr

x
‖ak‖Cx +

r−1∑

j=1

Lj‖vℓ‖Cj
x
Lr−j‖ak‖Cr−j

x





+L‖vℓ‖C1
x
Lr‖ak‖Cr

x
+ Lr+1‖vℓ‖Cr+1

x
‖ak‖Cx +

r−1∑

j=1

Lj+1‖vℓ‖Cj+1
x

Lr−j‖ak‖Cr−j
x





+ λ−r



‖vℓ‖CxL
r+2‖ak‖Cr+2

x
+ Lr+1‖vℓ‖Cr+1

x
‖ak‖C1

x
+

r∑

j=1

Lj‖vℓ‖Cj
x
Lr+2−j‖ak‖Cr+2−j

x

+λ



‖vℓ‖CxL
r+1‖ak‖Cr+1

x
+ Lr+1‖vℓ‖Cr+1

x
‖ak‖Cx +

r∑

j=1

Lj‖vℓ‖Cj
x
Lr+1−j‖ak‖Cr+1−j

x





+L‖vℓ‖C1
x
Lr+1‖ak‖Cr+1

x
+ Lr+2‖vℓ‖Cr+2

x
‖ak‖Cx +

r∑

j=1

Lj+1‖vℓ‖Cj+1
x

Lr+1−j‖ak‖Cr+1−j
x



 ,
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which we estimate further by using Proposition 6.3

‖R̊comp,4
n+1 ‖Cδ

x

≤ CLδ
∑

k

LL
7
2
nλ

δ−1
(

Mv

(

C(1),1
e µςγ−1

n+1δ
1
2
n + λ

√
ēδ

1
2
n

)

+
√
ēδ

1
2
nDn

)

+ λδ−rLr+1L
r+ 7

2
n

(

MvC
(5),r+1
e µr+1ς

(r+1)(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n +Dnℓ

1−rC(1),1
e µςγ−1

n+1δ
1
2
n

+
r−1∑

j=1

Dnℓ
1−jC(5),r+1−j

e µr+1−jς(r+1−j)(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n

+ λ
(

MvC
(5),r
e µrς

r(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n +Dnℓ

1−r√ēδ
1
2
n

+

r−1∑

j=1

Dnℓ
1−jC(5),r−j

e µr−jς(r−j)(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n





+DnC
(5),r
e µrς

r(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n +Dnℓ

−r√ēδ
1
2
n

+

r−1∑

j=1

Dnℓ
−jC(5),r−j

e µr−jς(r−j)(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n





+ λ−rLr+2L
r+ 9

2
n

(

MvC
(5),r+2
e µr+2ς

(r+2)(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n +Dnℓ

−rC(1),1
e µςγ−1

n+1δ
1
2
n

+

r∑

j=1

Dnℓ
1−jC(5),r+2−j

e µr+2−jς(r+2−j)(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n

+ λ
(

MvC
(5),r+1
e µr+1ς

(r+1)(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n +Dnℓ

−r√ēδ
1
2
n

+

r∑

j=1

Dnℓ
1−jC(5),r+1−j

e µr+1−jς(r+1−j)(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n





+DnC
(5),r+1
e µr+1ς

(r+1)(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n +Dnℓ

−(r+1)
√
ēδ

1
2
n

+

r∑

j=1

Dnℓ
−jC(5),r+1−j

e µr+1−jς
(r+1−j)(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n





≤ CLδδ
1
2
n

∑

k

LL
7
2
nλ

δ−1µςγ−1
n+1

(

Mv

(

C(1),1
e +

√
ē
)

+
√
ē
)

+ λδ−rµr+1ς
(r+1)(γ−1)
n+1 Lr+1L

r+ 7
2

n

×
(

(1 +Mv)C
(5),r+1
e + C(1),1

e + λ
(

(1 +Mv)C
(5),r
e +

√
ē
)

+ C(5),r
e +

√
ē
)

+ λ−rµr+2ς
(r+2)(γ−1)
n+1 Lr+2L

r+ 9
2

n

×
(

(1 +Mv)C
(5),r+2
e + C(1),1

e + λ
(

(1 +Mv)C
(5),r+1
e +

√
ē
)

+ C(5),r+1
e +

√
ē
)

≤ Ccomp,4,δ
e Lr+δ+2L

r+ 9
2

n λδ−1µςγ−1
n+1δ

1
2
n

where we used Dnℓ
−j ≤ µjς

j(γ−1)
n+1 , and where

Ccomp,4,δ
e := C(1 +Mv)

(√
ē+ C(1),1

e + C(5),r+2
e

)

.
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Further

‖R̊comp,4
n+1 ‖C1+δ

x

≤ CL3+2δ
(
‖(vℓ ◦ φ−1

n+1)div(ak ◦ φ−1
n+1)‖Cδ

x
+ λ‖(vℓ ◦ φ−1

n+1)(ak ◦ φ−1
n+1)‖Cδ

x

+‖(ak ◦ φ−1
n+1)Ek · ∇(vℓ ◦ φ−1

n+1)‖Cδ
x

)

≤ CL3+2δ
(

L1+δ
(

‖vℓ‖Cx‖ak‖C1+δ
x

+ ‖vℓ‖Cδ
x
‖ak‖C1

x

)

+ λLδ
(
‖vℓ‖Cx‖ak‖Cδ

x
+ ‖vℓ‖Cδ

x
‖ak‖Cx

)

+L1+δ
(

‖ak‖Cx‖vℓ‖C1+δ
x

+ ‖ak‖Cδ
x
‖vℓ‖C1

x

))

≤ CL3+2δ
(

L1+δL
7
2+δ
n

(

MvC
(5),1+δ
e µ1+δς

(1+δ)(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n +Mvℓ

−δC(1),1
e µςγ−1

n+1δ
1
2
n

)

+λLδL
7
2
n

(

MvC
(1),δ
e µδς

δ(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n +Mvℓ

−δ√ēδ
1
2
n

)

+L1+δL
7
2
n

(√
ēδ

1
2
nDnℓ

−δ + C(1),δ
e µδς

δ(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
nDn

))

≤ CL4+3δL
7
2+δ
n

(

MvC
(5),1+δ
e µ1+δς

(1+δ)(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n +Mvℓ

−δC(1),1
e µςγ−1

n+1δ
1
2
n

+ λ
(

MvC
(1),δ
e µδς

δ(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
n +Mvℓ

−δ√ēδ
1
2
n

)

+
√
ēδ

1
2
nDnℓ

−δ + C(1),δ
e µδς

δ(γ−1)
n+1 δ

1
2
nDn

)

≤ Ccomp,4,1+δ
e L4+3δL

7
2+δ
n (λδµςγ−1

n+1 + λµδς
δ(γ−1)
n+1 )δ

1
2
n

where
Ccomp,4,1+δ
e := C

(

Mv

(

C(5),1+δ
e + C(1),1

e +
√
ē
)

+
√
ē+ C(1),δ

e

)

.

Thus for the total compressibility error, we conclude

‖R̊comp
n+1 ‖C≤tL

Cx ≤ C(1 +M2δ
v )L7Lnδ

6
5
n+2ℓ

−3δ

+ Ccomp,2,δ
e L12+6δL

2(r+δ)+ 9
2

n λδ−1µς2γ−2
n+1 δ

1
2
n

+ Ccomp,3,δ
e L2+6δL5+2δ

n λδδ
1
2
n δ

6
5
n+2

+ Ccomp,4,δ
e Lr+δ+2L

r+ 9
2

n λδ−1µςγ−1
n+1δ

1
2
n

≤ C
(
1 +M2δ

v + Ccomp,2,δ
e + Ccomp,3,δ

e + Ccomp,4,δ
e

)
L12+6δL

2(r+δ)+ 9
2

n λδδ
1
2
n δ

6
5
n+2,

as well as

‖R̊comp
n+1 ‖C≤tL

C1
x
≤ C(1 +M2δ

v )L7Lnδ
6
5
n+2ℓ

−1−3δ

+ C
(

C(1),1
e + C(5),2+δ

e + C(8),1+δ
e

)

L8+5δL
13
2 +2δ
n λδµς2γ−2

n+1 δ
1
2
n

+ Ccomp,3,1+δ
e L16+2δL6+4δ

n λ1+δδ
1
2
n δ

6
5
n+2

+ Ccomp,4,1+δ
e L4+3δL

7
2+δ
n (λδµςγ−1

n+1 + λµδς
δ(γ−1)
n+1 )δ

1
2
n

≤ C
(
1 +M2δ

v + Ccomp,2,1+δ
e + Ccomp,3,1+δ

e + Ccomp,4,1+δ
e

)
L8+5δL

13
2 +4δ
n λ1+δδ

1
2
n δ

6
5
n+2.

8.10 Dissipative error

Throughout this proof, let t ∈ [0, tL]. We will employ similar arguments as [12, 15]. The trick
here consists in applying commutativity of the operators R and (−∆)α, both of which are Fourier
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multipliers, bijectivity of φn+1 as well as interpolation to get

‖Rφn+1

(

(−∆)αφn+1
wn+1

)

‖C0 = ‖R
{
(−∆)α[wn+1 ◦ φ−1

n+1]
}
◦ φn+1‖C0

≤ C‖R
{
(−∆)α[wn+1 ◦ φ−1

n+1]
}
◦ φn+1‖Cδ/2

Lemma B.8
≤ CLδ/2‖(−∆)α

{
R[wn+1 ◦ φ−1

n+1]
}
‖Cδ/2

Theorem A.1
≤ CLδ/2

[
R(wn+1 ◦ φ−1

n+1)
]

2α+δ

≤ CLδ/2‖R(wn+1 ◦ φ−1
n+1)‖1−2α−δ

C0 ‖DR(wn+1 ◦ φ−1
n+1)‖2α+δC0

= CLδ/2‖Rφn+1wn+1‖1−2α−δ
C0 ‖D

[
Rφn+1wn+1 ◦ φ−1

n+1

]
‖2α+δC0 .

To calculate the first term, we need to calculate the three perturbative terms.

Lemma 8.4. For t ∈ [0, tL], we have

‖Rφn+1wn+1‖C0
x
≤ CLr+2δLr+3/2+δ

n

(

1 + C(1),0
e + C(5),r

e + C(5),r+δ
e

)

ℓ1+d(1/p−1)−2δδ
6/5
n+2.

Proof. Recall that

wo =
∑

k∈Λ

akEke
iλk·φn+1(x) =

(
∑

k

(ak ◦ φ−1
n+1)Eke

iλk·
)

◦ φn+1 =:

(
∑

k

ākEke
iλk·
)

◦ φn+1

Therefore, applying the stationary phase lemma, Lemma B.12, we find

‖Rφn+1wo‖C0
x
≤ C‖Rφn+1wo‖Cδ

x
≤ CLδ

∑

k

(

λδ−1‖āk‖C0
x
+ λδ−r‖āk‖Cr

x
+ λ−r‖āk‖Cr+δ

x

)

≤ CLr+2δλδ−1
∑

k

(

‖ak‖C0
x
+ λ−(r−1)‖ak‖Cr

x
+ λ−(r+δ−1)‖ak‖Cr+δ

x

)

≤ Lr+2δLr+3/2+δ
n δ1/2n λδ−1

(

C(1),0
e + C(5),r

e µςγ−1
n+1

(

µςγ−1
n+1

λ

)r−1

+ C(5),r+δ
e µςγ−1

n+1

(

µςγ−1
n+1

λ

)r+δ−1)

.

Note that

λ−(r−1)
(

µςγ−1
n+1

)r

≤ 1,

λ−(r−2)
(

µςγ−1
n+1

)r+1

≤ 1.

Therefore, we find that we have simplified the original estimates to

‖Rφn+1wo‖C0
x
≤ CLr+2δLr+3/2+δ

n δ1/2n λδ−1
(

C(1),0
e + C(5),r

e + C(5),r+δ
e

)

.

In a similar way we find that

‖Rφn+1w
2
c‖C0

x
= ‖Rφn+1Qφn+1wo‖C0

x
≤ CLr+2δLr+3/2+δ

n δ1/2n λδ−1
(

C(1),0
e + C(5),r

e + C(5),r+δ
e

)

.

The remaining corrector term is handled differently. Recall that

w1
c := −Qφnvn ∗ χℓ = −Qφnvn ∗ χ0

ℓ ,
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where Q is I − P . Recall further the following estimate from [23, Equ. (4.13)]:

‖Qφnvn‖C≤tL
Cδ

x
≤ C(1 +M2δ

v )L7Lnδ
6/5
n+2. (8.5)

Following [23], we find

‖Rφn+1w
1
c‖C0

x
≤ C‖Rφn+1w

1
c‖Cδ

x

Equ. (B.3)

≤ CL5+4δ‖Qφnvn ∗ χ0
ℓ‖Bδ−1

∞,∞

def.
= CL5+4δ

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

ˆ ℓ

0

ˆ

T3

(Qφnvn) (x − y, t− s)χ0
ℓ(y, s)dyds

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
Bδ−1

∞,∞

Lemma B.13
≤ CL5+4δℓ‖Qφnvn‖C≤tL

L∞
x
‖χ0

ℓ‖C≤tL
B2δ−1

p,∞

Equ. (8.5)

≤ C(1 +M2δ
v )ℓL12+4δLnδ

6/5
n+2‖χ0

ℓ‖C≤tL
B2δ−1

p,∞
.

Here, p = p(δ) ∈ (1,∞) is a number very close to 1 to be determined in Section 7, and χ0
ℓ denotes the

(spatially) mean-free part of χℓ, and we have the following estimate for its Besov norm:

‖χ0
ℓ‖B2δ−1

p,∞
= ‖ℓ−4χ0(ℓ−1x, ℓ−1t)‖B2δ−1

p,∞
= ℓ−1

∥
∥
∥
∥
ℓ−3χ(ℓ−1x, ℓ−1t)−

 

χ(y, ℓ−1t)dy

∥
∥
∥
∥
B2δ−1

p,∞

Lemma B.14
≤ ℓ−1ℓd/p−d−(2δ−1)‖χ‖B2δ−1

p,∞
≤ Cℓd(1/p−1)−2δ.

Therefore,

‖Rφn+1w
1
c‖C0

x
≤ C(1 +M2δ

v )L12+δLnδ
6/5
n+2ℓ

1+d(1/p−1)−2δ.

Putting it together we find

‖Rφn+1wn+1‖C0
x

≤ CLr+2δLr+3/2+δ
n δ1/2n λδ−1

(

C(1),0
e + C(5),r

e + C(5),r+δ
e

)

+ C(1 +M2δ
v )L12+4δLnδ

6/5
n+2ℓ

1+d(1/p−1)−2δ

≤ CLr+2δLr+3/2+δ
n

(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),0

e + C(5),r
e + C(5),r+δ

e

)

ℓ1+d(1/p−1)−2δδ
6/5
n+2.

Now we need to consider the term

‖D
[
Rφn+1wn+1 ◦ φ−1

n+1

]
‖C0

x
= ‖D[R(wn+1 ◦ φ−1

n+1)]‖C0
x
.

Lemma 8.5. For any j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, t ∈ [0, tL],

‖∂jR(wn+1 ◦ φ−1
n+1)‖C0

x
≤ C(1 +M2δ

v + C(1),δ
e + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e )L3+4δL5/2+δ

n δ1/2n λδ. (8.6)

Proof. We have

‖∂jR(wn+1 ◦ φ−1
n+1)‖C0

x
= ‖∂j

(
Rφn+1wn+1 ◦ φ−1

n+1

)
‖C0

x

=

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

∑

l

∂l
(
Rφn+1wn+1

)
· ∂l
(
φ−1
n+1,j

)

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
C0

x

≤ CL‖Rφn+1wn+1‖C1+δ
x

Equ. (B.5)

≤ CL2+2δ‖wn+1‖Cδ
x

Lemma 6.7
≤ CL2+2δL1+2δL5/2+δ

n λδδ1/2n

(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),δ

e + C(1),1
e + C(5),1+δ

e

)

.
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Proof of Proposition 6.18. We apply the two previous lemmas to find

‖Rφn+1

(

(−∆)αφn+1
wn+1

)

‖C0 ≤ CLδ/2‖Rφn+1wn+1‖1−2α−δ
C0 ‖D

[
Rφn+1wn+1 ◦ φ−1

n+1

]
‖2α+δC0

Lemmas 8.4, 8.5

≤ CLδ/2

·
(

Lr+2δLr+3/2+δ
n

(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),0

e + C(5),r
e + C(5),r+δ

e

)

ℓ1+d(1/p−1)−2δδ
6/5
n+2

)1−2α−δ

·
(

L3+4δL5/2+δ
n δ1/2n λδ(1 +M2δ

v + C(1),δ
e + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e )

)2α+δ

≤ CLr+1+3δLr+3/2+δ
n ℓ(1+d(1/p−1)−2δ)(1−2α−δ)λδ(2α+δ)δ6/5(1−2α−δ)

n+2

·
(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),0

e + C(5),r
e + C(5),r+δ

e

)1−2α−δ (
1 +M2δ

v + C(1),δ
e + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e

)2α+δ

.

Now let us turn to the C1-norm. We estimate, for i ∈ {1, 2, 3},

‖∂iRφn+1

(

(−∆)αφn+1
wn+1

)

‖C0
x
=
∥
∥∂i

{
R[(−∆)α(wn+1 ◦ φ−1

n+1)] ◦ φn+1

}∥
∥
C0

x

=

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

∑

j

∂jR[(−∆)α(wn+1 ◦ φ−1
n+1)] ◦ φn+1 · ∂jφin+1

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
C0

x

≤CL
∑

j

∥
∥∂jR(−∆)α(wn+1 ◦ φ−1

n+1)
∥
∥
C0

x

= CL
∑

j

∥
∥(−∆)α∂jR(wn+1 ◦ φ−1

n+1)
∥
∥
C0

x

Theorem A.1
≤ CL

∑

j

[∂jR(wn+1 ◦ φ−1
n+1)]2α+δ

interpolation

≤ CL
∑

j

‖∂jR(wn+1 ◦ φ−1
n+1)‖

1−(2α+δ)
C0

x
‖D∂jR(wn+1 ◦ φ−1

n+1)‖2α+δC0 .

The first term (to a different power) has already been estimated above in Lemma 8.5. For the second
term, we proceed as follows: For i ∈ {1, 2, 3} we find, using the chain and product rule,

∥
∥∂i∂jR(wn+1 ◦ φ−1

n+1)
∥
∥
C0

x
=
∥
∥∂i∂j

[
(Rφn+1wn+1) ◦ φ−1

n+1

]∥
∥
C0

x

=

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∂i
∑

l

∂l(Rφn+1wn+1) ◦ φ−1
n+1 · ∂lφ−1

n+1,j

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
C0

x

=

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

∑

k,l

∂k∂l(Rφn+1wn+1) ◦ φ−1
n+1 · ∂kφ−1

n+1,i∂lφ
−1
n+1,j +

∑

l

∂l(Rφn+1wn+1) ◦ φ−1
n+1 · ∂i∂lφ−1

n+1,j

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
C0

x

≤



CL2
∑

k,l

‖∂k∂lRφn+1wn+1‖C0
x
+
∑

l

CL‖∂lRφn+1wn+1‖C0
x





≤ CL2‖Rφn+1wn+1‖C2+δ
x

.
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Now, an application of Equ. (B.5) yields
∥
∥∂i∂jR(wn+1 ◦ φ−1

n+1)
∥
∥
C0

x

≤ CL5+2δ‖wn+1‖C1+δ
x

Lemma 6.7
≤ CL5+2δL3+2δL7/2+δ

n δ1/2n λ1+2δ
(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + (C(5),2
e )δ(C(1),1

e )1−δ + C(5),2+δ
e

)

≤ CL8+4δL7/2+δ
n δ1/2n λ1+2δ

(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + (C(5),2
e )δ(C(1),1

e )1−δ + C(5),2+δ
e

)

.

The above estimates are then combined to give

‖∂iRφn+1(−∆)αφn+1
wn+1‖C0

x
≤ CL

∑

j

‖∂jR(wn+1 ◦ φ−1
n+1)‖

1−(2α+δ)
C0

x
‖D∂jR(wn+1 ◦ φ−1

n+1)‖2α+δC0

≤ CL
(

L3+4δL5/2+δ
n δ1/2n λδ

)1−2α−δ (
1 +M2δ

v ++C(1),δ
e + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e

)1−2α−δ

·
(

L8+4δL7/2+δ
n δ1/2n λ1+δ

)2α+δ (

1 +M2δ
v ++C(1),1

e + (C(5),2
e )δ(C(1),1

e )1−δ + C(5),2+δ
e

)2α+δ

≤ CL9+4δL7/2+δ
n δ1/2n λ2α+3δ

(

1 +M2δ
v ++C(1),δ

e + C(1),1
e + C(5),1+δ

e

)1−2α−δ

·
(

1 +M2δ
v ++C(1),1

e + (C(5),2
e )δ(C(1),1

e )1−δ + C(5),2+δ
e

)2α+δ

.

8.11 Estimating the divergence

Proof of Proposition 6.19. We proceed as in [23, Section 4.6] and decompose

divφn+1vn+1 = divφn+1vℓ −
(
divφn+1vn

)
∗ χℓ

+
(
divφn+1vn

)
∗ χℓ − (divφnvn) ∗ χℓ

+
(
divφn+1Qφnvn

)
∗ χℓ − divφn ((Qφnvn) ∗ χℓ)

+ divφn ((Qφnvn) ∗ χℓ)− divφn+1 ((Qφnvn) ∗ χℓ) .
The first and third line are easily estimated using mollification estimates: applying [23, Lemma 4.4]
and Equ. (B.2), we find3

‖divφn+1vℓ −
(
divφn+1vn

)
∗ χℓ‖C≤tL

Cx ≤ CL2‖vn‖C≤tL
C1

x
ℓγ ≤ CL2LnDnℓ

γ ,

‖
(
divφn+1Qφnvn

)
∗ χℓ − divφn ((Qφnvn) ∗ χℓ) ‖C≤tL

Cx ≤ CL2‖Qφnvn‖C≤tL
C1

x
ℓγ

≤ CL4+2δ‖vn‖C≤tL
C1+δ

x
ℓγ

≤ CL4+2δLnD
1+2δ
n ℓγ .

The second line is estimated using [23, Lemma 4.7] and Lemma B.13 and Equ. (6.18)

‖
(
divφn+1vn

)
∗ χℓ − (divφnvn) ∗ χℓ‖C≤tL

B−1
∞,∞

≤ CL3‖vn‖C≤tL
Cδ

x
(n+ 1)ςγ

′

n

≤ C(Mv +M1−δ
v )L3LnD

δ
n.

Finally, the fourth line follows in a similar way to give

‖divφn ((Qφnvn) ∗ χℓ)− divφn+1 ((Qφnvn) ∗ χℓ) ‖C≤tL
B−1

∞,∞

≤ CL3‖(Qφnvn) ∗ χℓ‖C≤tL
Cδ

x
(n+ 1)ςγ

′

n

≤ C(1 +M2δ
v )L10Lnδ

6/5
n+2(n+ 1)ςγ

′

n .

3Note that for n = 0, vn = 0, and for n > 0, we know that vn = vn−1 ∗ χℓ + wo,n−1 + wc,n−1, and we can apply

mollification estimates for the first term and our estimates for the C1+δ
x norms for the second and third term to get the

estimate ‖vn‖C≤tL
C

1+δ
x

≤ CLnD
1+2δ
n .
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Combining the four estimates yields the desired result.

8.12 Estimating the pressure

Proof of Proposition 6.20. We have

‖qn+1 − qn‖C≤tL
Cx ≤ ‖qn+1 − qℓ‖C≤tL

Cx + ‖qℓ − qn‖C≤tL
Cx

≤ C (Lnēδn + Lnδn+1) + ℓLnDn

≤ C (1 + η + ē)Lnδn =:MqLnδn.

Furthermore, using

‖∂t|wo|2‖C≤tL
Cx ≤ C‖wo‖C≤tL

Cx‖∂two‖C≤tL
Cx ≤ C

√
ēC∂two

e L3(1+δ)L5
nλ

1+δδn,

we obtain for t ≤ tL

‖qn+1 − qn‖C1
t,x

≤ ‖qn+1 − qℓ‖C1
t,x

+ ‖qℓ − qn‖C1
t,x

≤ C
(

‖|wo|2‖C1
tCx

+ ‖|wo|2‖CtC1
x
+ ‖ρ̃‖C1

t,x

)

+ ‖qℓ − qn‖C1
t,x

≤ C
(

C∂two
e L3(1+δ)L5

n

√
ēλ1+δδn

+L2(1+δ)L3+2δ
n

√
ē(C(1),δ

e + (C(5),2
e )δ(C(1),1

e )1−δ)λ1+δδn + Lnηδn+1ℓ
−1
)

+ LnDn

≤ CL3(1+δ)L5
n

(√
ē
(

C∂two
e + C(1),δ

e + (C(5),2
e )δ(C(1),1

e )1−δ
)

+ η + 1
)

λ1+δδn.

8.13 Estimating the kinetic energy

Proof of Proposition 6.21. Recall that in this section L = 1. We first observe that

∣
∣
∣
∣
e(t)(1− δn+1)−

ˆ

T3

|vn+1(t, x)|2dx
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤
∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

T3

(
|vn+1|2 − |vℓ|2 − |wo|2

)
(t, x)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
+ 3

∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

T3

ρ̃ℓ(t, x)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣

+
∑

1≤|k|≤2λ0

∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

T3

tr(Uk(t, x))e
iλk·φn+1(t,x)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
.

Let us start with the first term. Using

|vn+1|2 − |vℓ|2 − |wo|2 = |wc|2 + 2vℓ · wo + 2vℓ · wc + 2wo · wc,

we find
∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

T3

(
|vn+1|2 − |vℓ|2 − |wo|2

)
(t, x)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ ‖wc‖0(‖wc‖0 + 2‖wo‖0) + 2

∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

T3

vℓ · wodx
∣
∣
∣
∣

+ 2

∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

T3

vℓ · wcdx
∣
∣
∣
∣
.

We use the parameter relation Equ. (6.10) to simplify

‖wc‖C≤tCx ≤ C(1 +M2δ
v )δ

6
5
n+2 + C(C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e )λδ−1µςγ−1

n+1δ
1
2
n

Equ. (6.10)

≤ C
(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e

)

λδδ
6
5
n+2.
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Now, using Equ. (B.6) we find
∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

T3

vℓ · wodx
∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ Cλ−1

∑

[vℓ · ak]1 ≤ Cλ−1
∑

‖vℓ‖0[ak]1 + [vℓ]1‖ak‖0

≤ Cλ−1
(

MvC
(1),1
e µςγ−1

n+1δ
1/2
n +Dn

√
ē
)

δ1/2n

≤ C
(

MvC
(1),1
e +

√
ē
)
(

µςγ−1
n+1

λ
+
Dn

λ

)

δ
1
2
n

Equ. (6.5), (6.10)

≤ C
(

MvC
(1),1
e +

√
ē
)

δ
6/5
n+2δ

1
2
n .

We use the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality to find
∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

T3

vℓ · wcdx
∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ C

√
ē‖wc‖C≤tCx ≤ C

√
ē
(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e

)

λδδ
6
5
n+2.

Hence
∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

T3

(
|vn+1|2 − |vℓ|2 − |wo|2

)
(t, x)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ C
(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e

)2

λ2δδ
12
5
n+2

+ C
(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e

)

C(1),δ
e λ2δδnδ

6
5
n+2

+ C(MvC
(1),1
e +

√
ē)δ

6
5
n+2δ

1
2
n

+ C
√
ē
(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e

)

λδδ
6
5
n+2

≤ C

((

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e

)2

+MvC
(1),1
e +

√
ē

)

λ2δδ
6
5
n+2.

Next, the second term can be estimated by

3

∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

T3

ρ̃ℓ(t, x)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ 9η

r0
δn+1.

The third term can be dealt with by another application of the stationary phase lemma, Equ. (B.6)

∑

1≤|k|≤2λ0

∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

T3

tr(Uk(t, x))e
iλk·φn+1(t,x)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ C

√
ēC(1),1

e

µςγ−1
n+1

λ
δn

Equ. (6.10)

≤ C
√
ēC(1),1

e δ
6/5
n+2δn.

Thus, in total we find
∣
∣
∣
∣
e(t)(1 − δn+1)−

ˆ

T3

|vn+1(t, x)|2dx
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ C

((

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e

)2

+MvC
(1),1
e +

√
ē(1 + C(1),1

e )

)

λ2δδ
6
5
n+2 +

9η

r0
δn+1.

8.14 Estimates for energy-dependent constants

Proof of Lemma 7.1. Let us study the first two and the last two lines of the table first. We see that
by Equ. (6.9), (6.10)

Ctra,0
e Lr+2δL

2(r+δ)+ 5
2

n λδµ−1δ
1
2
n + Cosc,0

e Lr+2δ+1L2(r+δ)+5
n λδ−1µςγ−1

n+1δn

≤
(
Ctra,0
e + Cosc,0

e

)
Lr+2δ+1L2(r+δ)+5

n λδδ1/2n δ
6/5
n+2.
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This yields immediately that

‖R̊tra‖C≤tL
C0

x
+ ‖R̊osc‖C≤tL

C0
x
+ ‖R̊comp‖C≤tL

C0
x
+ ‖R̊diss‖C≤tL

C0
x

≤
(
Ctra,0
e + Cosc,0

e + Ccomp,0
e + Cdiss,0

e

)
Lr+2δ+1L2(r+δ)+5

n λδδ1/2n δ
6/5
n+2

≤ CR̊,0e Lr+2δ+1L2(r+δ)+5
n λδδ1/2n δ

6/5
n+2.

Now we analyse R̊moll. We immediately see that, by definition

ℓγDn =
cn,ℓ
Cℓ

δ
4/3
n+3 ≤ 2δ

4/3
n+3.

The other term is much less small:

(ℓDn)
β
=
(
ℓ1−γℓγDn

)β γ∈(0,1/2)

≤
(

ℓγ2δ
4/3
n+3

)β

≤ 2δ
2β·4/3
n+3 .

Finally, for R̊flow, we see that, using γ′ ∈ (γ∗, γ) hence
γ′

γ∗
> 1, as well as β = γ

48 ,

ς
1
48γ

′

n = (ςγ∗n )
1
48

γ′

γ∗
def.
=

(

1

Cς

δ
4/3
n+3

n+ 1

) 1
48

γ′

γ∗

≤ δ
4/3· 1

48
γ′

γ∗
n+3 ≤ δ

4/3· 1
48

n+3

γ∈(0,1/2)

≤ δ
4/3·2γ 1

48
n+3 = δ

2β·4/3
n+3 .

This implies

‖R̊flow‖C≤tL
C0

x
+ ‖R̊moll‖C≤tL

C0
x
≤
(
Cflow,0
e + Cmoll,0

e

)
Lr+2+δLr+7/2

n ℓ−δ−2α(n+ 1)δ
8/3·β
n+3

≤ CR̊,0e Lr+2+δLr+7/2
n ℓ−δ−2α(n+ 1)δ

8/3·β
n+3 .

Together with assumptions Equ. (7.5), Equ. (7.6), this implies the claim.

Now let us turn to estimating the constant CR̊,0e itself.
We recall

C(1),1
e := C

(√
ē+ e−

1
2 +

√
ēe−1

)

,

C(4),0
e := C

(
η(1 +

√
ē) + |e|C1

√
e

+
√
ē

(

1 +
η

e

(

1 +
η

e
(1 +

√
ē+ η−1|e|C1)

)))

,

C(5),r
e := C

√
ē



1 + ηC(r)
e + η2

r−1∑

j=1

C(j)
e C(r−j)

e



 ,

C(8),r
e := C∂s(1),re + C∂s(2),re + C∂s(3),re ,

C∂s(1),re = C

(
η(1 +

√
ē) + |e|C1

√
e

+ C
∂s

√
ρ,r

e

)(

1 + ηC(r)
e

)

,

C∂s(2),re = C
√
ē
(

1 + ηC(r)
e

)((

1 +
η

e
(1 +

√
ē+ η−1|e|C1)

)
η

e
+ C∂sΓ,re

)

,

C∂s(3),re = C
√
ē



1 + ηC(r)
e + η2

r−1∑

j=1

C(j)
e C(r−j)

e



 ,

C
∂s

√
ρ,r

e = C
η√
e

(

1 + C(r)
e (η(1 +

√
ē) + |e|C1)

)

,
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as well as

C∂sΓ,re =

C
η

e

(

1 + (1 + η)C(r)
e + η2

r−1∑

i=1

C(i)
e C(r−i)

e +
η

e
(1 +

√
ē+ η−1|e|C1)

(

(1 + η)C(r)
e + η

r−1∑

i=1

C(i)
e C(r−i)

e

))

and

C(r)
e ≤ C

1 + ē

ē

(
ē

e

)r

,

and we recall that Mq = C (1 + η + ē). Next we will simplify the above constants. To this end, we
obtain further upper bounds to be inserted back into the analysis. First of all

C(1),1
e = C

(√
ē+ e−

1
2 +

√
ēe−1

)

= C
√
ē

(

1 +
1√
ēe

+
1

e

)

≤ C
√
ē

(

1 +
1

e

)

= C
√
ē
1 + e

e
.

Further using η ≤ C e

1+
√
ē
we obtain

C(4),0
e ≤ C

(√
e+

|e|C1

√
e

+
√
ē

(

1 +
|e|C1

(1 +
√
ē)e

))

≤ C

(√
ē+

|e|C1

√
e

(

1 +
1

1 +
√
ē

√
ē

e

))

≤ C
√
ē

(

1 +
|e|C1

e

)

.

Next, due to the above representation of C
(r)
e we conclude

C(5),r
e ≤ C

√
ē

(

1 + η
1 + ē

ē

(
ē

e

)r

+ η2
(
1 + ē

ē

)2(
ē

e

)r
)

≤ C
√
ē

(

1 +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

(
ē

e

)r−1

+

(
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)2(
ē

e

)r−2
)

≤ C
√
ē

(

1 +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

(
ē

e

)r−1

+ (1 + ē)

(
ē

e

)r−2
)

.

Furthermore, we estimate

C(5),1+δ
e :=

(

C(5),2
e

)δ (

C(1),1
e

)1−δ
≤ C

√
ē

(

1 +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

ē

e
+ (1 + ē)

ē

e

)δ (
1 + e

e

)1−δ

≤ C
√
ē
1 + ē

e

(

1 + ē +
ē

1 +
√
ē

)

,

and thus
(

C(5),2
e

)δ (√
ēC(1),1

e

)1−δ
≤ C

√
ē
2−δ 1 + ē

e

(

1 + ē+
ē

1 +
√
ē

)

.

Next,

C
∂s

√
ρ,r

e ≤ C
η√
e

(

1 +
1 + ē

ē

(
ē

e

)r

(e+ |e|C1)

)

≤ C
√
ē
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

(
ē

e

)r (

1 +
|e|C1

e

)

,

C
∂s

√
ρ,1

e ≤ C
√
ē

1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

ē

e

(

1 +
|e|C1

e

)

.
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Now, in a similar way, for r ≥ 2, using
(
1 +

√
ē
)2 ≥ 1 + ē, we may estimate

C∂sΓ,re ≤ C
η

e

(

1 + (1 + η)
1 + ē

ē

(
ē

e

)r

+ η2
(
1 + ē

ē

)2(
ē

e

)r

+
η

e
(1 +

√
ē + η−1|e|C1)

(

(1 + η)
1 + ē

ē

(
ē

e

)r

+ η

(
1 + ē

ē

)2(
ē

e

)r
))

≤ C

(

1 +
√
e +

|e|C1

e

)(
1 + ē

e

)2(
ē

e

)r−2

,

whereas for r = 1

C∂sΓ,1e ≤ C
η

e

(

1 +

(

1 + η +
|e|C1

e

)

C(1)
e

)

≤ C
η

e

(

1 +

(

1 + η +
|e|C1

e

)
1 + ē

e

)

≤ C

(

1 +
|e|C1

e

)
1 + ē

e
.

Thus, we conclude for r ≥ 2

C∂s(1),re ≤ C

(√
e+

|e|C1

√
e

+
√
ē

1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

(
ē

e

)r (

1 +
|e|C1

e

))(

1 +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

(
ē

e

)r−1
)

≤ C
√
ē

(

1 +
|e|C1

e

)(

1 +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

(
ē

e

)r−1
)2

ē

e
,

as well as

C∂s(2),re ≤ C
√
ē

(

1 +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

(
ē

e

)r−1
)(

1 +
√
e+

|e|C1

e

)(
1 + ē

e

)2(
ē

e

)r−2

.

On the other hand, for r = 1

C∂s(1),1e ≤ C

(√
e+

|e|C1

√
e

+
√
ē
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

ē

e

(

1 +
|e|C1

e

))(

1 +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)

≤ C
√
ē

(

1 +
|e|C1

e

)(

1 +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)2
ē

e
,

C∂s(2),1e ≤ C
√
ē

(

1 +
|e|C1

e

)(

1 +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)
1 + ē

e
.

Finally, for r ≥ 2,

C∂s(3),re ≤ C
√
ē

(

1 +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

(
ē

e

)r−1

+

(
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)2(
ē

e

)r−2
)

≤ C
√
ē

(

1 + ē+
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

ē

e

)(
ē

e

)r−2

,

and for r = 1

C∂s(3),1e ≤ C
√
ē

(

1 +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)

.
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The previous calculations are then combined to yield (for r ≥ 2)

C(8),r
e = C∂s(1),re + C∂s(2),re + C∂s(3),re

≤ C
√
ē

(

1 +
√
e+

|e|C1

e

)




(

1 +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

(
ē

e

)r−1
)2

ē

e

+

(

1 +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

(
ē

e

)r−1
)(

1 + ē

e

)2(
ē

e

)r−2

+

(

1 + ē+
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

ē

e

)(
ē

e

)r−2
)

≤ C
√
ē

(

1 +
√
e+

|e|C1

e

)(

1 + ē+
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)2(
1 + ē

e

)2(
ē

e

)2r−1

,

and

C(8),1
e := C∂s(1),1e + C∂s(2),1e + C∂s(3),1e ≤ C

√
ē

(

1 +
|e|C1

e

)(

1 +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)2
1 + ē

e
.

Thus

C(8),δ
e :=

(

C(8),1
e

)δ (

C(4),0
e

)1−δ
≤ C

√
ē

(

1 +
|e|C1

e

)(

1 +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)2
1 + ē

e
.

We are now in a position to estimate CR̊,0e . Note that by definition, using the monotonicity of the

constants C
(j),r
e for j ≥ 5, we find

CR̊,0e

≤ C
(

1 +
√
ē+ C(7),r

e + C(7),r+δ
e +Mv

(

C(1),1
e + C(5),r+1

e + C(5),r+δ+1
e

)

+ C(4),0
e + C(8),r

e + C(8),r+δ
e

+
√
ēC(1),1

e + C(7),r+1
e + C(7),r+1+δ

e +Mv +M2
v +Mq +M1−β

v +M1−δ−2α
v

+M2δ
v + C(1),0

e + C(1),δ
e + C(1),1

e + C(5),r+δ
e + Ccomp,2,δ

e + Ccomp,3,δ
e + Ccomp,4,δ

e

)

monotonicity

≤ C
(

1 +M1−β
v +M1−δ−2α

v +Mq +
√
ē
(

1 + C(1),1
e

)

+ C(1),0
e + C(1),δ

e + C(1),1
e + C(4),0

e + C(5),r+3
e + C(8),r+2

e

+ (1 +M2δ
v +Mv + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e ) · (1 +M2δ

v +Mv + C(1),1
e + C(5),r+2

e )

Note that, by considering the two cases η ≤ 1, η > 1, one finds that

C(1),0
e + C(1),δ

e + C(1),1
e ≤ 2

(

C(1),0
e + C(1),1

e

)

.
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Using this and the above estimates, we find

CR̊,0e

≤ C

(

1 +M1−β
v +M1−δ−2α

v +Mq +
√
ē

(

1 +
√
ē
1 + e

e

)

+
√
ē
1 + e

e
+
√
ē

(

1 +
|e|C1

e

)

+
√
ē

(

1 +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

(
ē

e
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+ (1 + ē)

(
ē

e

)(r+3)−2
)

+
√
ē

(

1 +
√
e+

|e|C1

e

)(

1 + ē+
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)2(
1 + ē

e

)2(
ē

e

)2(r+2)−1

+

(

1 +M2δ
v +Mv +

√
ē
1 + e

e
+
√
ē
1 + ē

e

(

1 + ē+
ē

1 +
√
ē

))

·
(

1 +M2δ
v +Mv +

√
ē
1 + ē

e
+
√
ē

(

1 +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

(
ē

e

)(r+2)−1

+ (1 + ē)

(
ē

e

)(r+2)−2
)))

≤
(
1 + ē

e

)2(
ē

e

)2r+3

· C
(

1 +M1−β
v +M1−δ−2α

v +
√
ē

(

1 +
√
e+

|e|C1

e

)(

1 + ē+
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)2(
1 + ē

e

)2

+

(

1 +M2δ
v +Mv +

√
ē
1 + e

e
+
√
ē

(

1 + ē+
ē

1 +
√
ē

))

·
(

1 +M2δ
v +Mv +

√
ē
))

.

Proof of Lemma 7.2. Plugging in the expressions for all constants and simplifying a bit, we find

CR̊,1e ≤ C
(

1 + C(3),0
e + C(3),δ

e +
(

1 +Mv + C(1),1
e + C(5),1+δ

e

)

Mv + C(4),0
e + C(8),δ

e

+
√
ēC(1),1

e +
(

C(7),2
e

)δ (√
ēC(1),1

e

)1−δ

+ η +M1−β
v +M1−δ−2α

v +Mq + C(1),δ
e

+M2δ
v + Ccomp,2,1+δ

e + Ccomp,3,1+δ
e + Ccomp,4,1+δ

e

+
(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),δ

e + C(1),1
e + C(5),1+δ

e

)1−2α−δ

·
(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e + C(5),2+δ

e

)2α+δ
)

.

Now we recall that

Ccomp,2,1+δ
e = C

(

C(1),1
e + C(5),2+δ

e + C(8),1+δ
e

)

,

Ccomp,3,1+δ
e = C

((

1 +Mv +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e

)(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + C(5),2+δ
e

)

+
(

1 + C(1),δ
e + C(5),1+δ

e

)(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e

))

,

Ccomp,4,1+δ
e = C

(

Mv

(

C(5),1+δ
e + C(1),1

e +
√
ē
)

+
√
ē+ C(1),δ

e

)

,

and we denote

C(5),1+δ
e :=

(

C(5),2
e

)δ (

C(1),1
e

)1−δ
.
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We will simplify these constants further. Using the monotonicity of C
(5),r
e , we find

CR̊,1e := C
(

1 + C(3),0
e + C(3),δ

e +
(

1 +Mv + C(1),1
e + C(5),1+δ

e

)

Mv + C(4),0
e + C(8),δ

e

+
√
ēC(1),1

e +
(

C(7),2
e

)δ (√
ēC(1),1

e

)1−δ
+ η +M1−β

v +M1−δ−2α
v +Mq + C(1),δ

e

+M2δ
v + Ccomp,2,1+δ

e + Ccomp,3,1+δ
e + Ccomp,4,1+δ

e

+
(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),δ

e + C(1),1
e + C(5),1+δ

e
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·
(
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v + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e + C(5),2+δ

e
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)

≤ C
(

1 + C(3),0
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e +
(

1 +Mv + C(1),1
e + C(5),1+δ

e

)

Mv + C(4),0
e + C(8),δ

e

+
√
ēC(1),1

e +
(

C(7),2
e

)δ (√
ēC(1),1

e

)1−δ
+ η +M1−β

v +M1−δ−2α
v +Mq + C(1),δ

e +M2δ
v

+ C(1),1
e + C(5),2+δ

e + C(8),1+δ
e

+
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1 +Mv +M2δ
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e

)(
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v + C(1),1
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e

)

+
(

1 + C(1),δ
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e
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e

)

+Mv

(
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e + C(1),1

e +
√
ē
)

+
√
ē
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.

This implies

CR̊,1e ≤ C
(

1 + C(1),0
e + C(1),δ

e + C(4),0
e + C(8),δ

e +
√
ēC(1),1

e +
(

C(7),2
e
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e
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v +M1−δ−2α
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e + C(5),2+δ
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e

+
(
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e
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e + C(5),2+δ

e

)

+
(

1 + C(1),δ
e + C(5),1+δ

e
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e

)

+
√
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v

(
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e
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e

)
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(
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√
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√
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(
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e

)δ (√
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e
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v +M1−δ−2α
v
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e
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e

)
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e
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e
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v
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e
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.

We will need most of the estimates for the constants used in the proof of Lemma 7.1 above.
We further estimate

C(5),2+δ
e ≤ C(5),3

e ≤ C
√
ē
ē

e

(

1 + ē+
ē

1 +
√
ē

1 + ē
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,
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which leads us to
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e
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ē

e

)

.

Collecting the above estimates, we find
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√
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√
ē
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ē
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ē

e

(

1 + ē+
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+
√
ē
1 + ē

e

(

1 + ē+
ē

1 +
√
ē

))(√
ē
1 + e

e
+
√
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1 + ē

e

(

1 + ē+
ē

1 +
√
ē
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+(M2δ
v +Mv)

(

1 +
√
ē +M2δ

v +Mv +
√
ē
1 + e

e
+

√
ē
ē

e

(

1 + ē+
ē

1 +
√
ē

1 + ē

e

)))

≤ C

(

1 + ē+
√
ē+ (1 +

√
ē)
√
ē
1 + e

e
+
√
ē

(

1 +
|e|C1

e

)

+
√
ē
2−δ 1 + ē

e

(

1 + ē +
ē

1 +
√
ē

)

+
√
ē
ē

e

(

1 + ē+
ē

1 +
√
ē

1 + ē

e

)

+
√
ē

(

1 +
√
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|e|C1

e

)(

1 + ē+
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)2(
1 + ē

e

)2(
ē

e

)3

+ ē

(
1 + ē

e

)2(

1 + ē+
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

ē

e

)2

+M1−β
v +M1−δ−2α

v

+

(

1 +
√
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1 + ē

e

(

1 + ē+
ē

1 +
√
ē

))√
ē
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e

(
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1 +
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+(M2δ
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(
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√
ē +M2δ
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√
ē
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e
+

√
ē
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e

(

1 + ē+
ē

1 +
√
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1 + ē

e

)))

,
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which we simplify further to get

CR̊,1e ≤ C

(

1 +
√
ē

(

1 +
√
e+

|e|C1

e

)(

1 +

(

1 + ē +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)2 (
1 + ē

e

)2(
ē

e

)3
)

+M1−δ−2α
v

+M1−β
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√
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e

(

1 + ē+
1+ ē

1 +
√
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ē

e

)(
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√
ē+

√
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+
√
ē
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e

(
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√
ē

ē

e
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(
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√
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v +Mv +
√
ē
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e
+
√
ē
ē

e

(

1 + ē+
ē

1 +
√
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1 + ē

e

)))

≤ C

(

1 +
√
ē

(

1 +
√
e+

|e|C1

e

)(
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1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)2(
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e

)2(
ē

e
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v

+
√
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e

(

1 + ē+
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√
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ē

e

)(
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√
ē+

√
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+
√
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e

(
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√
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ē

e
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+(M2δ
v +Mv)

(

1 +
√
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v +Mv +
√
ē
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e
+
√
ē
ē

e

(

1 + ē+
ē

1 +
√
ē

1 + ē

e

)))

≤ C

(

1 +
√
ē

(

1 +
√
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|e|C1

e

)(
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1 +
√
ē
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e
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ē

e
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+
√
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e
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ē

e

(
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√
ē

ē

e

)(
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√
ē +

√
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+
√
ē

(
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1 +
√
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+(M2δ
v +Mv)

(

1 +
√
ē+M2δ

v +Mv +
√
ē
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e
+
√
ē
ē

e

(

1 + ē+
ē

1 +
√
ē

1 + ē

e

)))

,

and finally

CR̊,1e ≤ C

(
1 + ē

e

)2
ē

e
·
(

1 +
√
ē

(

1 +
√
e+

|e|C1

e

)(

1 + ē +
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)2

+M1−β
v +M1−δ−2α

v

+
√
ē

(

1 + ē+
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

ē

e

)(

1 +
√
ē +

√
ē
1−δ

+
√
ē

(

1 + ē+
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1 +
√
ē
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+(M2δ
v +Mv)

(

1 +M2δ
v +Mv +

√
ē+

√
ē

(

1 + ē+
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

)))

.

Proof of Lemma 7.3. We now turn to the constant for the velocity:

Cv,1e := C
(

1 +M2δ
v + C(1),1

e + C(5),1+δ
e + C(5),2+δ

e

)

≤ C

(

1 +M2δ
v +

√
ē
1 + e

e
+
√
ē
1 + ē

e

(

1 + ē+
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

ē

e

))

≤ C
1 + ē

e

ē

e

(

1 +M2δ
v +

√
ē

(

1 + ē+
1 + ē

1 +
√
ē

))

.

Proof of Lemma 7.4. Recall that

Cq,1e := C
(√

ē
(

C∂two
e + C(1),δ

e + C(5),1+δ
e

)

+ η + 1
)

,

C∂two
e := C

(

Ctrans,1
e + C(8),1

e + C(3),1
e +MvC

(1),1
e +

√
ē
)

,

Ctrans,1
e := C

(

C(3),0
e + C(3),δ

e +
(

C(1),1
e + C(5),1+δ

e

)

Mv + C(4),0
e + C(8),δ

e

)

.
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Using the estimates we have obtained thus far, we find

Ctrans,1
e ≤ C

(√
ē+

√
ē
1 + e

e
+

(√
ē
1 + e

e
+
√
ē
1 + ē

e

(

1 + ē+
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1 +
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+
√
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(
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e

)

+
√
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)(

1 +
1 + ē
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√
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)
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√
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,

which gives
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e ≤ C
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e
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1 +
√
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√
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√
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√
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√
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)
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,

and therefore

Cq,1e ≤ C
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√
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.

Proof of Lemma 7.5. We estimate

max
(

CR̊,1e , Cv,1e , Cq,1e

)

≤ C
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,
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which we further simplify via

max
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ē

))}

≤
(
1 + ē
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ē

(

1 +Mv + ē+
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ē

)}

We slightly enlarge the latter factor to maximize other expressions later in the proof by defining

Ãe := C

{
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)(
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ē
1−δ

+
√
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√
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+ (1 +M2δ
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√
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1 +M2δ
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√
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.

Then we set A := Ãe

(
1+ē
e

)2 (
ē
e

)3

.

A An estimate for the fractional Laplacian

Recall that by Cβ we denote the classical Hölder spaces, whereas by Cβ we denote the Hölder–Zygmund
spaces. The following theorem provides estimates for the fractional Laplacian in Cβ.

Theorem A.1 (Interaction with Hölder spaces, Theorem B.1 of [42], Thm. 1.4 of [41]). Let α, δ > 0
and β ≥ 0 such that 2α + β + δ < 1, and let f : T3 → R3. If f ∈ C2α+β+δ

x , then (−∆)αf ∈ Cβx .
Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(δ) > 0 such that

‖(−∆)αf‖Cβ
x
≤ C[f ]2α+β+δ. (A.1)

B Besov Spaces

Let us collect some crucial lemmas regarding Besov spaces.
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Lemma B.1 (Negative Regularity Paraproduct estimates, [38], Prop. A.7 (Fourth case)). Let α <
0 < β and α+ β > 0. Let p1, p2, p, q ∈ [1,∞] such that

1

p
=

1

p1
+

1

p2

Then the mapping

(f, g) 7→ f · g

between continuous functions extends to a bilinear map from Bαp1,q ×Bβp2,q to Bαp,q, i.e.

‖f · g‖Bα
p,q

≤ C‖f‖Bα
p1,q

‖g‖Bβ
p2,q

.

Lemma B.2 ([4], Prop. 2.78). Let m ∈ R and h be a Fourier multiplier of class Sm. Define
h(D)u := F−1[hFu], where F denotes the Fourier transform and F−1 the inverse Fourier transform.
Then, for every s ∈ R, 1 ≤ p, r ≤ ∞, h(D) is continuous from Bsp,r → Bs−mp,r .

The next lemma is similar. We state and prove it because technically speaking, Lemma B.2 requires
that the symbol of a Fourier multiplier be smooth everywhere, which is not true for f(ξ) = |ξ|α in
ξ = 0.

Lemma B.3 (Continuity of the fractional Laplacian). Let s ∈ R and p, r ∈ [1,∞]. Then the fractional
Laplacian is a continuous operator

(−∆)α : Bsp,r → Bs−2α
p,r .

Proof. We follow the proof of [4, Proposition 2.78]. Recall that ∆j denotes the j-th Littlewood–Paley
block. We need to show that

∀j ≥ −1 : 2j(s−2α)‖∆j(−∆)αu‖Lp ≤ C2js‖∆ju‖Lp.

First, consider j = −1. Let θ ∈ C∞
c (Rd) such that 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1 and θ = 1 on suppχ. Note that

∆−1(−∆)αu = (χ| · |2αû)∨ =
(
(| · |2αθ)χû

)∨
= (| · |2αθ)(D)(∆−1u) = F−1(| · |2αθ) ∗ (∆−1u).

Note that since supp θ ⊂ BR(0), for some R ≥ 1,

F−1(| · |2αθ)(x) =
∑

k∈Zd

|k|2αθ(k)eik·x =
∑

|k|≤R
|k|2αθ(k)eik·x,

and hence

‖F−1(| · |2αθ)‖L1 ≤ |Td|
∑

|k|≤R
|k|2αθ(k) ≤ |Td|Rd+2α ≤ |Td|Rd+2 <∞.

Now, by Young’s convolution inequality, we find

‖∆−1(−∆)αu‖Lp ≤ ‖F−1(| · |2αθ)‖L1‖∆−1u‖Lp ≤ C(d)‖∆−1u‖Lp ,

and we find that

2(−1)(s−2α)‖∆−1(−∆)αu‖Lp ≤ 2(−1)s22αC(d)‖∆−1u‖Lp ≤ 2C(d)2(−1)s‖∆−1u‖Lp .

Now consider j ≥ 0. Similarly as before, we have, with f(ξ) = |ξ|2α,

∆j(−∆)αu = (ϕj | · |2αû)∨ = f(D)∆ju.

89



Since the function f(D) (recalling the notation for Fourier multipliers from Lemma B.2) is applied to
the function ∆ju which has Fourier support in an annulus 2jC, we are in a position to apply [4, Lemma
2.2]. Let us quickly check that f satisfies the assumptions of the lemma with m = 2α. We have

∂if(ξ) = 2α|ξ|2α−2ξi

∂k∂if(ξ) = −4α(1− α)|ξ|2α−4ξiξk + 2α|ξ|2α−2δk,i,

etc. This implies that

|∂if(ξ)| ≤ 2α|ξ|2α−2
(
ξ2i
)1/2 ≤ 2α|ξ|2α−2|ξ| = 2α|ξ|2α−1,

|∂k∂if(ξ)| ≤ 4α(1− α)|ξ|2α−4|ξ|2 + 2α|ξ|2α−2 = (4α(1− α) + 2α)|ξ|2α−2.

Continuing inductively, we see that for any β ∈ Nd0,

|∂βf(ξ)| ≤ Cβ |ξ|2α−|β|.

Furthermore, f ∈ C∞(Rd\{0}). Then by [4, Lemma 2.2], we get that

2j(s−2α)‖∆j(−∆)αu‖Lp = 2j(s−2α)‖f(D)∆ju‖Lp ≤ C2j(s−2α)2j2α‖∆ju‖Lp = 2js‖∆ju‖Lp,

which completes the proof.

Lemma B.4 (Increasing the s-index). Let s′ > s, p, r ∈ [1,∞]. Then there is a constant C = C(|s′−s|)
such that

‖u‖Bs
p,r

≤ C‖u‖Bs′
p,r
. (B.1)

Proof. Without loss of generality we only consider the case r < ∞. The case r = ∞ works the same
way.

‖u‖rBs
p,r

def.
=

∞∑

j=−1

2jrs‖∆ju‖rLp =
∞∑

j=−1

2jrs
′

2jr(s−s
′)‖∆ju‖rLp

= 2−rs
′

2−r(s−s
′)‖∆−1u‖rLp +

∞∑

j=0

2jrs
′

2jr(s−s
′)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤1

‖∆ju‖rLp

≤ 2r|s−s
′|2−rs

′‖∆−1u‖rLp +

∞∑

j=0

2jrs
′‖∆ju‖rLp

≤ (max(2|s−s
′|, 1))r





∞∑

j=−1

2jrs‖∆ju‖rLp





= 2|s−s
′|r





∞∑

j=−1

2jrs‖∆ju‖rLp





⇒ ‖u‖Bs
p,r

≤ 2|s−s
′|‖u‖Bs′

p,r
,

which proves the claim with C = 2|s−s
′|.

Lemma B.5 (Increasing the q-index). Let p, q0, q1 ∈ [1,∞], s ∈ R, ε > 0 and q0 < q1. Then we have
the continuous embedding

Bs+εp,q1 →֒ Bsp,q0 ,

i.e. there is a constant C = Cε,q0,q1 such that ‖u‖Bs
p,q0

≤ C‖u‖Bs+ε
p,q1

.
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Proof. First, let q1 <∞. Then

‖u‖Bs
p,q0

def
=





∞∑

j≥−1

2jsq0‖∆ju‖q0Lp





1/q0

=





∞∑

j≥−1

2−jεq0 2j(s+ε)q0‖∆ju‖q0Lp





1/q0

Hölder
≤





∞∑

j≥−1

2j(s+ε)q0
q1
q0 ‖∆ju‖

q0
q1
q0

Lp





q0
q1

· 1
q0




∞∑

j≥−1

2−jε
q0q1

q1−q0





1
q0

(1− q0
q1

)

=





∞∑

j≥−1

2j(s+ε)q1‖∆ju‖q1Lp





1
q1




∞∑

j≥−1

2
−jε q0q1

q1−q0





q1−q0
q0q1

= Cε,q0,q1‖u‖Bs+ε
p,q1

.

Now, let q1 = ∞. Then

‖u‖Bs
p,q0

def
=





∞∑

j≥−1

2jsq0‖∆ju‖q0Lp





1/q0

=





∞∑

j≥−1

2−jεq0 2j(s+ε)q0‖∆ju‖q0Lp





1/q0

≤





∞∑

j≥−1

2−jεq0
(

sup
j

2j(s+ε)q0‖∆ju‖Lp

)q0





1/q0

=





∞∑

j≥−1

2−jεq0





1/q0

‖u‖Bs+ε
p,∞

= Cε,q0‖u‖Bs+ε
p,∞

.

Lemma B.6 (Increasing the p-index). Let p0, p1, q ∈ [1,∞], s ∈ R such that p0 < p1. Then there is
a constant C = Cp0,p1 such that

‖u‖Bs
p0,q

≤ C‖u‖Bs
p1,q

,

i.e. we have the continuous embedding Bsp1,q →֒ Bsp0,q.

Proof. First let p1 <∞. Then we have

‖u‖Bs
p0,q

def
=




∑

j≥−1

2jsq‖1 ·∆ju‖qLp0





1/q

Hölder
≤




∑

j≥−1

2jsq
(
ˆ

1dx

) q
p0

(1− p0
p1

)(ˆ

|∆ju|p0·
p1
p0 dx

) q
p0

· p0p1




1/q

=




∑

j≥−1

2jsq
(
ˆ

T3

1dx

) q
p0

(1− p0
p1

)(ˆ

T3

|∆ju|p0·
p1
p0 dx

) q
p0

· p0p1




1/q

= |T3|
p1−p0
p0p1




∑

j≥−1

2jsq‖∆ju‖qLp1





1/q

= Cp0,p1‖u‖Bs
p1,q

.
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Now let p1 = ∞. Then we find that

‖u‖Bs
p0,q

def
=




∑

j≥−1

2jsq‖1 ·∆ju‖qLp0





1/q

Hölder
≤




∑

j≥−1

2jsq
(
ˆ

1dx

) q
p0

‖∆ju‖qL∞





1/q

= |T3|
1
p0




∑

j≥−1

2jsq‖∆ju‖qL∞





1/q

= Cp0,∞‖u‖Bs
∞,q

.

Finally, we shall need the following Sobolev-type embedding theorem for Besov spaces.

Lemma B.7 (Sobolev-type embedding, [4], Proposition 2.71). Let 1 ≤ p1 ≤ p2 ≤ ∞ and 1 ≤ q1 ≤
q2 ≤ ∞. Then, for any s ∈ R, we have the continuous embedding

Bsp1,q1 →֒ B
s−d

(

1
p1

− 1
p2

)

p2,q2 , i.e. ‖u‖
B

s−d( 1
p1

− 1
p2
)

p2,q2

≤ C‖u‖Bs
p1,q1

,

where C is independent of s, pi and qi, i = 1, 2.

Lemma B.8 (Lemma C.1 of [23]). Let φ = φn, n ∈ N. For any δ ∈ [0, 1) and r ∈ N, r ≤ κ there
exists a constant C = C(δ, r) such that the following holds almost surely for every L ∈ N, L ≥ 1. For
every f on (−∞, tL]× T

3 of class C≤tLC
r+δ
x and every fixed t ≤ tL, we have

‖f ◦ φ‖Cr+δ
x

≤ CLr+δ‖f‖Cr+δ
x

,

‖f ◦ φ−1‖Cr+δ
x

≤ CLr+δ‖f‖Cr+δ
x

,

where f ◦ φ denotes the map (−∞, tL]× T3 ∋ (t, x) 7→ f(t, φ(t, x)), and similarly for f ◦ φ−1.

Lemma B.9 (Lemma C.2 of [23]). Let φ = φn, n ∈ N. For every s ∈ (0, 2), s 6= 1 there exists
C = C(s) such that for every L ∈ N, L ≥ 1 and every continuous function f on T3 × (−∞, tL] it holds
that

‖f ◦ φ±1‖B−s
∞,∞

≤ CL4−s‖f‖B−s
∞,∞

.

Recall the following estimates from [23, Equ. (C.1)]:

Lemma B.10. Let φ = φn, n ∈ N. For every s ∈ (0, 1), there exists a C = C(s) such that for every
L ∈ N and every continuous function f on T3 × (−∞, tL] the following hold:

‖f ◦ φ‖Bs
1,1

≤ CL4−s‖f‖Bs
1,1
,

‖f ◦ φ−1‖Bs
1,1

≤ CL4−s‖f‖Bs
1,1
.

Lemma B.11 (Lemma C.4 of [23]). Let φ = φn, n ∈ N. For any δ ∈ (0, 1) and any r ∈ N, r+2 ≤ κ,
there exists a constant C = C(δ, r) such that for every v : T3×(−∞, tL] → R3, A : T3×(−∞, tL] → R3×3

almost surely for every L ∈ N, L ≥ 1, t ≤ tL

‖Qφv‖Cr+δ
x

≤ CL2r+2δ‖v‖Cr+δ
x

, (B.2)

‖Rφv‖Cδ
x
≤ CL5+4δ‖v‖Bδ−1

∞,∞
, (B.3)

‖Rφ(divφA)‖Cr+δ
x

≤ CL2r+2δ‖A‖Cr+δ
x

, (B.4)

‖Rφv‖Cr+1+δ
x

≤ CL2r+1+2δ‖v‖Cr+δ
x

. (B.5)
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Lemma B.12 (Proposition C.5 of [23]). Let φ = φn, n ∈ N. Let a ∈ C∞(T3) be a smooth function
and let k ∈ Z3\{0} and λ ≥ 1 be fixed. Define f(x) = a(x)eiλk·x.

(i) For any r ∈ N, we have almost surely for every t ∈ R

∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

T3

f(φ(t, x))dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ [a]Cr

x

λr
. (B.6)

(ii) For any δ ∈ (0, 1), r ∈ N such that r + 1 ≤ κ, we have almost surely for every L ∈ N, L ≥ 1 and
t ∈ (−∞, τL]

‖Rφ(f ◦ φ)‖Cδ
x
≤ CLδ

(

λδ−1‖a‖C0
x
+ λδ−r[a]Cr

x
+ λ−r[a]Cr+δ

x

)

, (B.7)

‖RφQφ(f ◦ φ)‖Cδ
x
≤ CLδ

(

λδ−1‖a‖C0
x
+ λδ−r[a]Cr

x
+ λ−r[a]Cr+δ

x

)

, (B.8)

where C = C(δ, r).

Lemma B.13 (Lemma C.6 of [23]). Let s ∈ R, p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞) such that 1
p1

+ 1
p2

= 1. Then, for every

δ ∈ (0, 1), there exists a C such that for every f ∈ Bs+δp1,∞(T3) with mean zero and g ∈ Lp2(T3), the
spatial convolution on the torus f ∗T3 g belongs to Bs∞,∞(T3) and

‖f ∗T3 g‖Bs
∞,∞

≤ C‖f‖Bs+δ
p1,∞

‖g‖Lp2 .

Lemma B.14 (Lemma C.7 of [23]). Let ℓ = 2−N for some positive N ∈ N. Let f be a smooth function
on Rd with supp f ⊂ (0, 2π)d, and denote

f0 := f − 1

(2π)d

ˆ

[0,2π]d
f,

fℓ := ℓ−df(·/ℓ),

f0
ℓ := fℓ −

1

(2π)d

ˆ

[0,2π]d
fℓ = fℓ −

1

(2π)d

ˆ

[0,2π]d
f.

Extend f, f0, fℓ and f
0
ℓ periodically on Td. Then for every s ∈ R, p ∈ [1,∞] it holds that

‖f0
ℓ ‖Bs

p,∞
= ℓd/p−d−s‖f0‖Bs

p,∞
≤ ℓd/p−d−s‖f‖Bs

p,∞
.

Lemma B.15. Let θ ∈ R. Let χℓ(t, x) = ψℓ(t)ϕℓ(x) be a space-time mollifier. Let f : R×Td → Rd be
a smooth function. Then for any κ, β ∈ (0, 1] and t ≥ 0

‖f ∗t,x χℓ − f‖Bθ
∞,∞

(t) ≤ Cℓκ‖f‖C0
tB

θ+κ
∞,∞

+ ℓβ‖f‖Cβ
t B

θ
∞,∞

.

Proof. We find that

‖(f ∗ χℓ)(t) − f(t)‖Bθ
∞,∞

=

∥
∥
∥
∥

ˆ

R

ˆ

T3

[f(t− s, · − y)− f(t, ·)]ϕℓ(y)ψℓ(s) dyds
∥
∥
∥
∥
Bθ

∞,∞

def.
= sup

j≥−1
2jθ
∥
∥
∥
∥
∆j

ˆ

R

ˆ

T3

[f(t− s, · − y)− f(t, ·)]ϕℓ(y)ψℓ(s) dyds
∥
∥
∥
∥
L∞

= sup
j≥−1

2jθ
∥
∥
∥
∥

ˆ

R

ˆ

T3

[(∆jf)(t− s, · − y)− (∆jf)(t, ·)]ϕℓ(y)ψℓ(s) dyds
∥
∥
∥
∥
L∞

≤ sup
j≥−1

2jθ sup
x∈T3

∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

R

ˆ

T3

[(∆jf)(t− s, x− y)− (∆jf)(t− s, x)]ϕℓ(y)ψℓ(s) dyds

∣
∣
∣
∣

+ sup
j≥−1

2jθ sup
x∈T3

∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

R

ˆ

T3

[(∆jf)(t− s, x)− (∆jf)(t, x)]ϕℓ(y)ψℓ(s) dyds

∣
∣
∣
∣

=: A+B.
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We first estimate A:

A = sup
j≥−1

2jθ sup
x∈T3

∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

R

ˆ

T3

[(∆jf)(t− s, x− y)− (∆jf)(t− s, x)]ϕℓ(y)ψℓ(s) dyds

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ sup
j≥−1

2jθ
ˆ

R

ˆ

T3

[∆jf(t− s, ·)]Cκ
x
|y|κϕℓ(y)ψℓ(s) dyds

≤ ℓκ sup
j≥−1

ˆ

R

ˆ

T3

sup
r∈(−∞,t]

2jθ[∆jf(r, ·)]Cκ
x
ϕℓ(y)ψℓ(s) dyds

≤ ℓκ sup
j≥−1

sup
r∈(−∞,t]

2jθ[∆jf(r, ·)]Cκ
x

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤supj≥−1...

≤ ℓκ sup
r∈(−∞,t]

sup
j≥−1

2jθ[∆jf(r, ·)]Cκ
x

interpolation

≤ 2ℓκ sup
r∈(−∞,t]

sup
j≥−1

2jθ
(
‖Dx∆jf(r, ·)‖L∞

x

)κ ‖∆jf(r, ·)‖1−κL∞
x

[4, Lemma 2.1]

≤ 2ℓκ sup
r∈(−∞,t]

sup
j≥−1

2jθ
(
2jC‖∆jf(r, ·)‖L∞

x

)κ ‖∆jf(r, ·)‖1−κL∞
x

= Cℓκ sup
r∈(−∞,t]

sup
j≥−1

2j(θ+κ)‖∆jf(r, ·)‖L∞
x

def.
= Cℓκ‖f‖C0

tB
θ+κ
∞,∞

.

Now let us estimate B:

B = sup
j≥−1

2jθ sup
x∈T3

∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

R

(∆jvn)(t− s, x)− (∆jvn)(t, x)

|s|β |s|βψℓ(s) ds
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤
ˆ

R

sup
j≥−1

2jθ sup
x∈T3

∣
∣
∣
∣

(∆jvn)(t− s, x)− (∆jvn)(t, x)

|s|β
∣
∣
∣
∣
|s|βψℓ(s) ds

=

ˆ

R

1

|s|β sup
j≥−1

2jθ ‖(∆jvn)(t− s, x)− (∆jvn)(t, x)‖L∞ |s|βψℓ(s) ds

=

ˆ

R

1

|s|β ‖vn(t− s, ·)− vn(t, ·)‖Bθ
∞,∞

|s|βψℓ(s) ds

≤
ˆ

R




 sup
u,r∈(−∞,t]

u6=r

1

|u− r|β ‖vn(u, ·)− vn(r, ·)‖Bθ
∞,∞




 |s|βψℓ(s) ds

def.
=

ˆ

R

‖vn‖Cβ
t B

θ
∞,∞

|s|βψℓ(s) ds

≤ ℓβ‖vn‖Cβ
t B

θ
∞,∞

.
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