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Abstract

For the 3D fractional Navier—Stokes equations perturbed by transport noise, we prove the
existence of infinitely many Hoélder 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, 7]. 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

1.1
divu =0 (1.1)

{du + ((u-Vu) + (=A)*u)dt + Vpdt + 3 jc (0% - Vu) @ dB* =0
on the periodic torus T3. Here u, an L?(T?, R3)-valued stochastic process, denotes the velocity field, p
the scalar pressure, (—A)® the (nonlocal) fractional Laplace operator with 0 < o < 1, K a finite, non-
empty index set, o, : T> — R? smooth divergence-free vector fields, B* independent one-dimensional
Brownian motions on an arbitrary but fixed filtered probability space (2, F, (F;)i>0,P), and ”e” the
Stratonovich stochastic integral.

Main result. More precisely, we prove: For each 0 < a < 1, there is a deterministic initial
condition ug € L?(T3,R3), a strictly positive stopping time 7 and infinitely many analytically weak,
probabilistically strong solutions ug, k € N, to Equ. (1.1) with paths in C([0, c0), C?(T?,R?)) for small
0 > 0, and ug(0,-) = uo which satisfy the pathwise energy inequality Equ. (1.3) on [0,7]. 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 a = 1 and o, = 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 : [0,00) — [0, 0)
there is a weak solution u = u(e) whose kinetic energy profile equals e, i.e. i||u(t)|[?. = e(t) for
all ¢ > 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



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 € C2 .. ([0,00), L*(T3,R3)) N L3([0, 00), H' (T3, R3)) satisfying the energy inequality

weak

()2 + 2/ [Vu(r,z)[Pdrdz < [Ju(s)]|7 (1.2)
[s,t] xRe

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
(—A)*, « € (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
H'-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 < a < % was obtained. Note that larger values of a correspond to a stronger diffusion, hence a
stronger smoothing effect, so that, at least intuitively, non-uniqueness results are increasingly difficult
to obtain as o 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 (a = 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 < av < g, a non-uniqueness result is obtained in [7]). Our contribution
is to provide a negative answer to this question, at least for a < 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 7 the usual fractional energy inequality

1 ! o 1
slutol+ [ [ (o) F e fdodr < Sllutsw)lie, WSs<t<r@)  (13)
s JT3

pathwise, where w denotes elements from the underlying arbitrary probability space 2. The noise
in Equ. (1.1) is usually referred to as transport noise and has received considerable attention in the



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 #-Holder regular, where
a < 0 < 1. At the moment, an improvement to larger values of o and 6 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 < a < &p (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 < o < % 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 < a < dy.

Proof and main novelties. By a flow transformation based on the flow of the Stratonovich-SDE
of the vector fields oy, 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:

e As we need a quantitative control of the Holder 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, € 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.

e To prove the energy inequality, we have to weigh the parameters a and M, 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 M, depends increasingly on the energy profile’s
main characteristics. This, again, means that we have to very carefully track all instances of M,
throughout the convex integration scheme and optimize the corresponding estimates. As it turns
out, this is indeed possible. M, is determined by Equ. (7.24) below.

e 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
[0,00), 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



[40, 45]. A non-uniqueness

known for additive and linear multiplicative Brownian noise for o € (0, 5)
a = 1) has been obtained in

result for weak (non-Leray—Hopf) solutions to the transport noise NSE
[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 a > 1, above the critical value o = %,
smooth global-in-time solutions exist in the deterministic case, see [34] and also [44] for the endpoint
case. Below %, 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 Ry = [0,00) and use x -y for the Euclidean inner product. We write B,.(z) for the
ball with radius  and center = in a Banach space. Let S3*2 be the space of symmetric 3 x 3 matrices.
C(X,Y) is the space of continuous functions between topological spaces X and Y. For k € NU {+o0}
and C’g“c) (T3,R™) is the Banach space of k-times (compactly supported) differentiable maps from T3
to R™ with the usual norm || - ||cx. The subindex o denotes divergence-free subspaces, for instance
C>(T3,R3). For 0 < § < 1, a Banach space (X,||-||x) and U = T? or a subset of R™, C?(U, X)
denotes the Banach space of Holder continuous functions with norm

1f(2) = fW)le
Iflleo.x) := sup [1f(#)l|x + sup o
zeU TH#Y |x - y|
shortly || - [l¢ when no confusion about U and X can occur The corresponding seminorm, consisting

only of the second summand above, is denoted by [-]ce (v, x) or simply [-]e.

For p € [1,00], U C R™ 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 || -||z», and we write L}, (U, X) for the corresponding
local spaces. For m € N and o € (0,1), H™(T3,R!) and H*(T?,R!) are the usual Hilbert spaces of
(fractional) functions from T? to R! with integrability parameter p = 2, their usual norms are || - ||z
and || - ||go. For all these spaces, we suppress the state space from the notation if it is R.

Throughout, we use notation such as || - ||CZ and | - ||CZ ¢, for the norm on C?((—oo,s],R')
and C?((—o0,s), C(T3,RY)), respectively, or [0,s] instead of (—oo, s], when no confusion about the
appearing spaces can occur. In such cases we sometimes write C° instead of C.

We denote the spatial Besov spaces Bj , := B;)Q(Td) for s € R, p,q € [1,00] as the subset of
distributions u € S’(T%) such that

lullps, = H(2j5||Aju||Lp(Td>)j2_lH@q < 0.



Here, A; denotes the j-th Littlewood—Paley block corresponding to a smooth partition of unity, cf.
[4, 38]. For p,q < oo, Bj , is separable and coincides with the closure of C>(T) with respect to ||- B: -

In terms of duality, we have By , = (B;)sq,) , with equivalence of norms, when 1—17 + ﬁ = % + % =1,
and also B3, ., = C; for every non-integer s > 0, again with equivalence of norms, namely
C™ (lulloo + [ules) < llullpy, . < C (ullse + [uley) . (1.4)

for some C' > 1, cf. [43, 3.5.4 Theorem, p. 168 f.].
For a € (0,1), the fractional Laplace operator (—A)® is the operator with symbol |k
multiplier, i.e. for any f € 8'(T?) it has the (formal) Fourier series

(~2)° () = 3 [P fyet

keZ3

|2¢ as a Fourier

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 (Q, F, (Fi)i>0,P) be a filtered probability space, B¥ k € K, a family of independent standard
one-dimensional Brownian motions on € such that (F;)¢>0 is the augmented filtration of the |K|-
dimensional Brownian motion B = (By)rex. 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) : Ry x T3 x Q — R3 x R is a (analytically weak, probabilistically strong)
solution to (1.1) with initial condition ug € L*(T3,R?), if (u,p) € C(R4; L*(T3,R? x R)) P-
a.s., (u,p) is (F)i>o-adapted, u(t,w) : T3> — R3 is weakly divergence-free for all t > 0 P-a.s.,
u(0,-) = ug(-) P-a.s., and for every t > 0 and ¢ € C2°(T3,R3)

/1r3 ()sodx_/‘ uosod:c—i-/ / )- Ve — (- A)O‘go)d:vds (2.1)
+ Z/ (/ (o - Vsﬁ)daf) edB* P-as.

keK

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

(ii) For an (F;)-stopping time 7 : Q@ — R4, a solution (u,p) to (1.1) is a 7-Leray—Hopf solution, if u
has paths in L (R, H*(T?,R?)) and satisfies for P-a.e. w €  the stochastic energy inequality
(1.3) with exceptional zero set independent of s and .

Note that a 7-Leray—Hopf solution satisfies (1.3) only up to the random time 7, 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 : Ry x Q — L?(T3 R3) of type

dh = Hodt + > Hy e dB, (2.2)
keK

with adapted processes Ho, {Hy}rer : Ry x Q@ — C®(T?,R?) , the process t — [ u(t, x) - h(t,z)dx is
a semimartingale and, P-a.s.,

dASu~hdx = (/T u-(Hot(u-V—(—A)*)h) dx—l—/ pd1vhda:>dt+z [/T u-(Hy+(o4-V)h) |ed BE.

keK
(2.3)



The equivalence can be proven via mollification and It6’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 (< 7) instead of for only almost every s > 0 and
every s <t (< 7).

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

o

1
S+ [ B [ |20t i < s, ), Vo, (24)

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 mon-uniqueness of
Markovian selections among the class of Leray—Hopf solutions considered in this work seems
possible, although we do mot 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 (Q, F, (Fi)t>0,P), K and By be as in the previous subsection. Our main result is the following
theorem.

Theorem 2.4. Let 0 < o < ag := Wlﬂ, where b and ¢ are as in Section 4.2. There exists ug €
L?(T3,R3), an P-a.s. strictly positive (F;)-stopping time 79 :  — Ry and infinitely many 1o-Leray—
Hopf solutions to (1.1) with initial condition ug and paths in C(Ry,C?(T3,R3)) for some 6 > «a.

Moreover, any two of these solutions are distinct on [0, 7], P-a.s.

Remark 2.5. (i) Clearly, it follows that ug € C?(T3 R®). However, ug 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 € £ used in the construction, we see that
for every e sufficiently small, we can produce one initial datum u§ € L* with ||uj||p2 = € and
infinitely many solutions to this initial datum.

(ii) The solutions have spatial Hélder reqularity with parameter 8 for every a < 0 < 0 := «y.

(ii) 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 uy together (pathwise at the random time 7) with global in time Leray—
Hopf solutions starting from the endpoints uy(7(w)), 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 T? the SDE

ta:—a:—l—Z/ak 8, ) dBk t € R.

keK



The vector fields o}, take values in the tangent bundle of T3, which consists of the tangent spaces
T, T3 = R3, 2 € T®. By assumptions on oy, there exists a unique flow ® = (®(#));cr of probabilistically
strong solutions such that each ®(t) is a Lebesgue measure-preserving C*°-diffeomorphism of T3, see
[31]. We denote by ®~! the inverse flow, by ®(¢)~! its evaluation at ¢, and set

divgf = [div(fo @ o ®, (—=A)Gf:=[-A)*(fo® ] o®, Vof:=[V(fod ")od,

and note that (unlike divf, (—A)*f and Vf) these operators depend on ¢. If f depends on ¢ € R, we
write

(=A)f(t) = (=D)g) [ (1),

and similarly for divg and Vg. Consider the following random PDE, posed on the prescribed arbitrary,
fixed filtered probability space (2, F, (Ft)t>o0, P):

{6,51) + (—A)gv +dive(v®@v) + Vag =0 (2.5)

diV@’U =0.

Definition 2.6. (i) (v,q) : Ry x T? x Q — R? x R is a (analytically weak, probabilistically strong)
solution to (2.5) with initial condition vy € L?(T3,R3), if (v,q) € C(Ry, L*(T?,R3 x R)) P-a.s.,
(v, q) is (Fi)-adapted, v(0, ) = vy P-a.s.,

/ v(t,z) - Vape(z)de =0, Ve C®(T?),t>0
T3

with exceptional set independent of ¢ and ¢, and for every semimartingale h : Ry x Q —
L?(T3,R?) of type
dh = Hodt + »  Hy edB*
keK

with progressively measurable processes Ho, {Hi}rer @ Q x Ry — O°(T3,R3), the process
t— [psv(t, x) - h(z,t)dr is a semimartingale satisfying, P-a.s.,
[/ U-Hk:| o dB*.
T3

d/ v-hdr = / v+ (Ho+ (v- Vo — (—A)3)R) dt—i—/ qdivgh dt + Z
T3 T T keK
Occasionally, we refer to v instead of (v, q) as the solution.

(ii) For an (F;)-stopping time 7 : @ — R4 U {+o0}, a solution (v, q) to (2.5) is a 7-Leray—-Hopf
solution, if t — [, |(—A)Zv(t,z)|*dx belongs to LY (Ry) P-a.s. and

loc

1 K a 1
sl + [ [ 10 vtnnwPedr < Sl W<s<t<rw), (20
s JT3
for P-a.e. w € (), with exceptional set independent of s and ¢. Here we shortened the notation
by writing ® instead of ®(w).

Lemma 2.7. Let v be a solution to (2.5) with paths in C(Ry,C%(T3,R3)), P-a.s., such that 0 < a < 0.
Then

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

=) v Pde < Clo@), ¢20, (27)

where Cy > 0 depends only on w, ®(t),« and 6, and is, for fized w, continuous in t.



(i) u = (u(t))io0, u(t) := v(t) o ®(t)~L, has paths in L (Ry, H*(T3 R?) N C(R4, CY(T3, R?)),
P-a.s., and

o

(=AY o(t)2de —/ (=AY 3u(t)2dz, Wt>0, (2.8)
3
P-a.s. Moreover, v and u have the same kinetic energy profile, i.e.

/|U(t)|2dx=/ () Pz, V>0
T3 T3

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 ®,
el g 2
A v@)Pde = | |[(=8)2 (0(f) o ()] o 2(1)|"de

e

wlp

Y dx < C(a, 0)[u(t) o B(t) ]2,
Since
[0(t) 0 ®(t) "o < Lip(®(t) ")’ [v(t)]s,

the claim follows with
Cy = Lip(®1(1))*C(a, ), (2.9)

which is continuous in ¢ for fixed w, where Lip(f) denotes the Lipschitz constant of f : T3 — T3.

(ii) By the regularity of ®, it is clear that u € C(R,, C?(T?,R?)). Since 6§ > a and for every & > 0
the inequality

182 1P < el

holds for every f € CY(T?) and a constant C(g,a) > 0 independent of f (see [42, Cor.B.2]),
u€ L (Ry, H*(T3 R?)) follows. Concerning (2.8), we have P-a.s.

\dx_/|

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

N|Q
mlp

. (~A)go(t)2dz = H t)|2dz, Vit >0,

O

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

Lemma 2.8. Let 0 < a < 0. If (v,q) is a 7-Leray—Hopf solution to (2.5) such that v has paths in
C(R,C%(T3,R®)) and initial condition vy, then (u,p), u=vo® ! andp = qo @', is a 7-Leray-Hopf
solution to (1.1) such that u has paths in C(Ry,C?(T3 R?)) and initial condition ug = vo. In this
case, v and u have the same pathwise kinetic energy profile P-a.s.

Proof. Appealing to Lemma 2.7 (i), the measure-preserving property of ®, and since u(0,z) =
v(0,®(0)"1(z)) = v(0,2), it remains to prove that u is a solution to (1.1) if v is a solution to (2.5).
To this end, let 2 be as in (2.2) and note [, u-hde = [yv- (ho®)dr. By Itd’s formula, ho ® is a

semimartingale satisfying

d(ho®) = (Hyo®)dt+ Y [(Hi+ (0% - V)h) o ®] e dB"(¢). (2.10)
keK



Thus, the process t — [ps u(t, ) - h(t, z) dz is a semimartingale satisfying P-a.s.
d/ u-hdr = (/ v (Hoo@—l—(v-Vq)—(—A)%)hofb)dw)dt
T3 T3

+ (AaqdiV¢(ho®)dx)dt+ > M3v- ((Hk+(0k'V)h)O@):| e dB*

keK

= (/Tu (Ho+(u'V—(—A)Q)h)dI+A3pdivhdx>dt
+2 [/TSU(HH (0k~V)h)} e dB".

kEK
Thus, (2.3) holds, which, by Lemma 2.2 completes the proof. O
By Lemma 2.8, the following result is equivalent to Theorem 2.4.

Proposition 2.9. For 0 < a < oy = where b and ¢ are as in Section 4.2, there exists

1
2¢cb+17
vo € L2(T3,R3), an P-a.s. strictly positive (F;)-stopping time 79 : Q — Ry and infinitely many To-
Leray-Hopf solutions to (2.5) with initial condition vy and paths in C(Ry,C%(T?)) for some 6 > a.

Moreover, any two of these solutions are distinct on [0, 1] 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 Holder regular solutions. Set
&= {e €C®R)| tir;f(;e(t) > 0,]le]|cr < oo}

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

Proposition 3.1. Let a € (0,a9) (where o > ap is given in Equ. (7.22) below) and e € €. There is
a P-a.s. strictly positive (Fi)-stopping time 7 : Q — Ry and a solution v = v(e) to (2.5) with paths in
C(Ry,C%(T?)) for some 0 > 0 and deterministic initial condition vy € L?(T?;R®) such that P-a.s.

l[o(t,w)|[3: = e(t), Y0<t<7(w). (3.1)
Moreover, if e1(0) = ex(0), then v(ey) and v(ez) have the same initial condition.

Corollary 3.2. For0 < a < ag = Wlﬂ < @g, where b and ¢ are as in Section 4.2, the solutions v

from the previous proposition are in C%TC;? for a < 0 <0 :=ayg.

The proofs are given in Section 4. As we have pointed out before, vy 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 < ¢ < 1, there is a family of non-increasing energy profiles {e5 }xen C €
such that

(i) €.(0) =€5(0), VEk,leN,

(i1) for each k # 1, there is a sequence t,, — 0 as n — oo with e5(t,) # €5(ty) for alln € N,
(iti) there is 0 < r =r(e) such that (5)'(t) < —3 for allt € [0,7) and k € N,

(i) leflcrw,y = 1, infi>g ef(t) = 5, sup;>qej(t) =€ for all k € N.

Let 0 < a < ag. Denoting by vi the solution related to e}, and by 7 the stopping time from Step 1
(independent of € and k), there is 0 € («, o) such that we have P-a.s.

—0

sup sup |[vj(t)[|ze — 0, (3.2)

keN te[0,7]

with convergence is uniform in w € ', where Q' C Q is the set of those w for which the convergence

holds.

Step 3: Conclusion. Via Steps 1 and 2, the proof of Proposition 2.9 is completed as follows.

Let € € (0,1), 0 < & < «g as in Corollary 3.2, (€5)ken a family of energies as in Step 2, and let
(v)ken and 7 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 v§(0) = v (0) for all k,! € N, and we denote this common
initial condition by vg. To finish the proof, it is now sufficient to find £ > 0 such that each v, satisfies
(2.6) pathwise P-a.s. on [0, 7¢], where we set

Te :=T A TLip A ’r’({:‘) <eg, (33)
with r(¢) > 0 as in (iii) of Proposition 3.3 and the (F;)-stopping time i, is defined by
TLip(w) == inf{t > 0 : Lip(® " (t,w)) > 2}.

Note that 71, > 0 P-a.s., since Lip(®~'(0,w)) = 1 and ¢ — Lip(®~'(f,w)) is continuous. Thus,
comparing with (2.9) and Lemma 2.7 (i), for 0 < t < 7., the constant on the right hand side of (2.7)
can be replaced by a constant C' > 0, which depends on «, 6, but not on w, € or ¢.

Fix k € N, write v* = v} and let 0 < s <¢ < 7.. Lemma 2.7 (i) with the aforementioned w- and
t-independent constant C' on its right hand side entails

t
2/ [(=A) g v°(r,2)|*dadr < (t —5)C sup |[v°(r)|[3,
s JT3 re[0,7¢]

P-a.s. By (iii) of Proposition 3.3,
t
t —
105 ($)I[Z2 = [ (D)7 = e (s) — e*(t) = —/ (e) (r)dr > ===

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

sup |[v®(r)|[5 < (20)71.
re[0,7¢]

Since C' does not depend on ¢ or w, this follows from (3.2) (recall that the latter holds uniformly in
w € Q) by choosing ¢ sufficiently small. For such e, we set

T0 1= Te,

where 7. is as in (3.3). Finally, (ii) of Proposition 3.3 implies v§ # v{ pathwise P-a.s. on [0, 7p] for all
k #1. O
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 = (By)rer is an RIE|_valued Brownian motion. Let us assume that every realization
of B has local C7 time regularity, v € (1/3,1/2). This means that the associated flow ¢ should have
the same time regularity in time, which is not sufficient for our purposes. Therefore, we introduce a
sequence of mollified flows (¢, )nen for the convex integration scheme as follows.

Let ¢, > 0 to be determined below such that at least g, is monotonically decreasing in n and
satisfies (n +1)s)=#, B € (0,). Then, let ©: R — R be a smooth mollified with support in (0,1) and
set

O.(t) :=¢,'0(ts; ), Bn(t) := (Bx0,)(t) = /RB(t —5)O,(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,)* = BF = (B*¥%0,), k € I. Then obviously B, is smooth for all t+ € R and identically zero
for t < 0. Then define ¢,, as the solution to the equation

bn(t, ) :=x+Z/ ok (pn(s,z))dBE(s), = e€T? teR, (4.1)
ker”0

where the integral is understood as a pathwise Riemann-Stieltjes integral. Note that ¢, (¢,2) =
¢n(0,2) = x for t < 0. We similarly extend the flow ¢ to t < 0 by setting ¢(¢t,z) = ¢(0,z) = x.
As the oy are divergence-free, the map ¢, (¢,-) is measure-preserving with probability one. Finally
note that by the Wong—Zakai theorem, ¢,, is indeed an approximation to the (Stratonovich) flow ¢.

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, 1) = / (B(r) — B(s)) @ odB(r),

and the mollified process B,, by its step-2 Lyouns lift (given by the Riemann—Stieltjes integral)

B, (s,t) := / (Bn(r) — Bn(s)) ® dBy(r).

Then both B := (B,B), B,, := (Bp,B,,) are geometric v-Holder 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 (Kp)peny with Ko = Ky < K, for all L € N and an
associated stopping time sy, < K, with limy_, ., 57 = 0o almost surely. Now define

tr ::5L/\inf{320: 1Bl >KL}/\inf{320: 1Bl 2 >KL}. (4.2)

Then (t1)ren is a sequence of non-decreasing stopping times such that limy,_, o t;, = co almost surely,
and for a constant C' = C'(Ky, ", 3) we have

||¢n+1 - ¢n||cl<3th; < CL(n + 1)9’1_67 H(ZSWHC;%C; <CL, (4'3)

lénis=0utlloz, e <CL+1)5% N6 ez, ex < OL, (4.4)
- -1 —r

[énllez, cx < CL™, 6 Moz, ox <CLey™" (4.5)

12



4.2 The main iterative proposition

We make the following choices of parameters:
Op = al_bn, D,:=a”, L,:=L" ,

where

a>2, b=m+e, ¢c=——-—"— >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

O + divg(v @ v) + Vg + (—=A)v = divgR. (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 € € and set

e:=infe(t) >0, e:=supe(t) < oo.
e = inf e(t) upec(t)
Then there exist constants e,m as above, a constant a > 2 depending on e,é€, |€|C}7K07 a constant
€ (0,1) depending on e, €, a constant M, depending on e, &, a constant M, depending on &, and a
constant A € (0,00) depending on e, €, |€|C,} with the following property:
Fiz ¢, as in (4.1) and let (vn, qn, gbn,}o%n), n € N, be a smooth solution of (4.6) such that v,, has
mean zero, satisfying the inductive estimates

1
e(t)(1—6,) —/ |on (t, )% dx| < ZzSne(zt), t<t, (4.7)
‘]1‘3
and for every L € N

H‘éangeLcm S nL’ﬂ(S’ﬂ-‘rlu (48)

n—1
lgnlloz,, o0 < MoLny bk, (4.9)

k=0

. 5/4

ldive, valle,, poi < L6, (4.10)
max {Joallcs, . lanller, s IMnloc,cr} < LaDn. (4.11)

o

Then there exists a second quadruple (Vpi1, @ni1, Pnt1, Bnt1) 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

[vnt1 = vnlloz,, . < MoLpady/?, (4.12)
||Qn+1 - Qn”CgLCw < Manénu (413)
D 1+e€
: 12 ([ Dn
maX{anHHcgkN, lan+iller, ||Rn+1||chc;} < ALpiady <5n+4> : (4.14)

o

Moreover, the quadruple (Vni1,qn+1, Pnt1, Rnt1) evaluated at time t € [0,00) depends only on e(s),
by, s), v, 5), @y, s), ou(y,s), Ri(y,s) for arbitrary s <t, k <n, andy € T®, and vn41 has zero
mean.

The (important!) precise form of the constant a can be found in Equ. (7.23), n in Equ. (6.19), M,
in Equ. (6.36), M, 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 + €. The idea is that b > 1 should
be as close to 1 as possible, i.e. b = 1+ € for € 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, € = 15 and m = 23, so b = 38, c¢f. 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 € £. We start the convex integration scheme with the initial stage
(vo, g0, Ro) = (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 §y = 1, so the left-hand side equals zero.

We then apply Proposition 4.1 iteratively to obtain a sequence of (vy,)nen that satisfy

lonlle, o < My > Leat 0 < M, Ly > 25074 <2, L,
k<n neN

HUHHCgLC; < LnDna

where we used the definition of ¢ and the choice a > AT to get
1+e
A571/2 Dn_ < Dpyq.
5n+4

Concerning the increments of the velocity field, Proposition 4.1 ensures

451/2 amntt L—pn
HU"+1 - UWHCStLCz < MULn(Sn/ = M’UL " az( )7

+2 bn+l
a ,

[vn+1 = vnllec,, o2 < 2Ln41Dngq =207

which, by interpolation, implies
_ _ n+1 n+2 1—60 _1-6\n
H’U"Jrl_vangeLC,g < 90 p1-0 [(1=0)am™ ! pom™ 2 1 o (0cb—252)b
e L

)

and therefore also for L =1

_p 10 b 1=0ypn
[vllco, 0o < E [[ont1 = vnlleo co < 2M,;%a™2 g alfb=200", (4.15)
- n>0 - n>0
Now we choose 1 .
m—
0<O< = = ay, 4.16
2¢cb+1 2(1+¢e)(m+e)d—1—¢ ao (4.16)

which implies fcb — % =: —r < 0. Then we define
ng := max {n eN: L™ S arbnfl} ,

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

loglog L + 2logm — logr + logb — logloga
ng <

< C(1+loglog L
logb — logm < C(1+loglog L)
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for some constant C' = C(e) not depending on L. With this choice of ng, we can split the sum and
estimate

D llvngr — vnllee,, co = > lvngr — nllee,, o + > lvngr — nllee,, oo
neN n<ng n>ngo

C(1+loglog L)

< oMt (077 1) < oMy ~tat 2L :

where C' varies from line to line. This then implies that v,, converges in C<y, Cg N C%tL C, to a limit
v with a bound uniform in w € Q:

C(1+loglog L)

lolles,,, < CMICal2Lm

One can easily convince oneself that v restricted to (—oo, tz 1] is the limit of v, in C<y, _,CINCY,  C,

for every L € N. In this way, we can uniquely identify a limit in Cj,.C? N C’l‘gOc
again by v, by gluing together limits for different values of L.

Note that, as v, (- A tz) is progressively measurable for every n € N and L > 1, the limit process
v(- Atr) is also progressively measurable, and therefore, v is progressively measurable. As e(t) > 0 for
all ¢, the above convergence and Equ. (4.7) imply

C,, which we denote

/ lo(t,z)|?de = e(t), t<t.
']1‘3

Note that t = t; does not depend on the energy profile e.
Now, in the same way as before, we see that ¢, converges to a H'dlder-re%}ﬂar limit. The exact

regularity is a bit different, namely as ||g,+1 — q"HCseLC < MyL,6, = MyL™ a'~?", we have

HQn—i-l - q"HC<tLCe’ < 2Mql*9’Lmn+2alfea(e’cb—(l—e'))bn'
This implies that ¢ is Holder-continuous with Holder exponent 6’ such that

0<0 <0 := (4.17)

cb+1’
which is approximately twice the Holder regularity of v for large values of b. Up to choosing a smaller
6, we can then suppose 6’ = 20 and therefore, the limit of (¢, )nen satisfies a uniform-in-w bound

C(1+loglog L)

—20
HqHC?tL,z < OM; 20aqL™

Finally note that for every L € N, ¢, — ¢, ¢, — ¢! in C<y, C? almost surely by Equ. (4.3), (4.4),
as well as Rn — 0 a.s. in C<y, Cy and divy, v, — 0in C<y, Bgol)OO 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, tz].
Since L € N was arbitrary and t;, — oo as L — oo, we get global in time solutions.

Moreover, we see that the stopping time is 7 = t = t;, which is clearly independent of e and strictly
positive, a.s., since B(0) = 0. Finally, if we take two energy profiles e1, es with e1(0) = e3(0), we get

by Proposition 4.1 that
viD(0) = v{P(0) (4.18)

for all n € N and that these initial values only depends on e(s), &(y,s), vk(y,s), q(y,s), ¢x(y,s),
Ioik(y, s) for k < nand s < 0. As all of these are deterministic, we get that the initial condition for
every n € N is deterministic. Taking the limit n — oo in Equ. (4.18), we find that v(Y)(0) = v(®(0)
and that the initial condition is deterministic. O
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5 Proof of Proposition 3.3

Proof of Proposition 3.3. The existence of non-increasing functions e : Ry — Ry with properties
(i)-(iv) follows from simple algebraic considerations, and we fix, for every 0 < € < 1, such a family. By
Step 1 and assumption, there is a family of solutions (v§)gen to (2.5) with paths in C(R, C?(T?, R3))
P-a.s. for 0 > «, and a P-a.s. strictly positive (F;)-stopping time 7 : @ — R, independent of € and
k, such that P-a.s.

loi(t,w)l[2e = ek (t), VO <t < 7(w).
Since all subsequent estimates involving ef and vj will only depend on the infimum and supremum of

€5, which is independent of k by (iii) in Proposition 3.3, we now write e® and v° instead of €5, and v§.

It remains to prove (3.2). By (7.14) and é® = ¢ and ¢° = §, we have

N\ 2
A_sjle(He) .

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

3\ &
a:ﬁ([le(ljg)) . (5.1)

Regarding M, since e = ¢, we see F = Ce? < 1, so that by (7.25), for e sufficiently small we have

I

M, € [a%,%%]
In particular M, < 1. Therefore we can estimate (cf. Lemma 7.5)

1< A, <Ce . (5.2)
Then, revisiting (4.15), we see, using the previous expressions and estimates for a, M, and A,

sup |[v°(t)]|co < M0 Zawcb—l;ze)b"

te(0,7] n>0
S e U0F =03 § 4 eI gt ot (5.3)
n>0
< c1=-0G -3 —5) Z E%(l;ffebc)b"'
n>0
Since (1-60)(3 — & — &) > 0 and & (152 — Obc)b™ > 0, we obtain (3.2). O

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

1_pn b ) n+1
op=a , Dp=a%, L,:=L" |
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where
b=m+e ¢c=———=

and the coefficients a > 2,m > 4, € > 0 will be determined in Section 7. The parameter §, decays
in n and determines the “amplitude” along the iteration of several quantities, c¢f. 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 v,, 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 = Y7 (V41 —vy)
and pressure ¢ = fozo(an — gn) converge. The parameter D,, measures the growth of derivatives
(with the heuristic that taking a derivative along the iteration should “cost” a factor of roughly D,,).
By using the definition, it follows immediately that
5815671261/ — g1/5q—t"(§¥P—d0=1) P21 (6.1)

The parameter L,, controls the growth of the iterative estimates on increasingly large time intervals
of the form [0,t], 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 v € (1/3,1/2) close to 1/2. Then we define

4 4
o= Gt Onts v L Onts (6.2)
C, D, CC n+1

where Cyp, C. > 1 are sufficiently large and . € (0,v) will be chosen sufficiently close to 7, and all
independent of n, whereas ¢, ¢ € [1,2) is chosen such that ¢=! is an integer power of 2 (to apply
Lemma B.14 in Sections 6.7.5, 6.7.6). The additional parameter v, is useful as an application of Equ.
(4.3)—(4.5) in Section 6.7.3 will require us to pick a further parameter 7’ € (7., ). From the definitions
it is clear that

(< (n+1)) . (6.3)
We will need to introduce two further large parameters A, u € N (depending on n) such that A/u € N,
which immediately implies that A > u. These two parameters will determine the frequency of space-
time oscillations of the building blocks of the convex integration scheme. Following [23], we choose
re > 7 and

= CnuwCpl™ ",
where again C, > 1 is possibly large but finite and independent of n, and ¢, , € (1,2) is chosen such
that © € N, and
A= Cn,)\ﬂ2§7’z_;f
where ¢, € (1,2) is chosen such that cny)\g;gf € N, which implies A € N and \/p € N.
We fix n = m, where C' depends only on the mollifier y, cf. Equ 6.19. Let us assume without

loss of generality the following relations:

Dné'y S 7752fg5n S n5n+1 S 77577,;

(6.4)
D, <<l 1, (6.5)
12677 <A< Dy, (6.6)
(n+ 1)) < 6426907, (6.7)
(6.8)

AT > MT+5§7(11+15)(771)72 (an_r_4 + §ZJ:11) , Vr >y,

1
R (6.9)
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The last condition immediately implies, as by definition A = ¢, )\,LLQC;ZJ:lz > ,u2§;ly;12 and ¢,41 < 1, that

y—1
IS " 1 Equ. (6.9) Equ. (6.1)

Hont1 < Sntl <= < 56/52 < 51/2151/2, (6.10)
Y 1 U n+ n+1"n

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 A < D, 41 of Equ. (6.6) requires that the parameters A and e 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 x € C°([0,1) x [~1,1]?) be a standard mollifier. Set x,(t,z) := £=*x({~1t,£~ ) and
Vg = Un * X, Qv = (qn * Xv, f{g = én*xg.

Note that v,,q, and Rn are also defined for negative times and thus satisfy (4.6) in an analytically
strong sense. We shall need in the following that vy, q¢, Ry satisfy the equation

o

Orve + xe * divg, (vn @ vn) + X * Vg, @ + Xe * (=A)5, v = X * divy, R, (6.11)

Using standard mollification estimates, we have

Equ. (4.11) Equ. (6.4)
||ve — Un||C%£ch < C€||vn||clgmx < ClL,D, <  CnLpdn, (6.12)
Equ. (4.12) n—1
||w||c%£ch < ||vn||c%kch < ML, Z 6,1/2 <2M,LE | < 2M,L,, (6.13)
k=0
Equ. (4.11)
lvelle, <llonllez, < LuDn (6.14)
Equ. (6.13)
Jveller, < CEHoallco < CU'M,L, (6.15)
<tp,= <tp,x
loellcy, o < Cnt N L,Dn, (6.16)
Equ. (1.4) s s
loellcpes < C {llvellen, co + sgp[w]og < C(llvelee, , + ”W||02eL,x”W“C%eLCi
Equ. (6.15) 5 s
(6 HU”HC%eL,m < CM,L,0~°, ¢ €]0,1]. (6.17)

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

au. (1.4) 1-6 s
||Un||c%kch < C ||Un||c%km + HU"”C%%,IHU"”C%%C&

<C(M,+M;°)L,D}, §€(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

ko k
My :=1d—— ® —.
L
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Let Ao > 1 and A, € R? such that Ay -k =0, |Ay| = 1 and A_j, = Ay, for k € Z* with |k| = Xo. Let
us further define the complex vectors

k
E ::Ak+imXAk€C3.

By the symmetry condition on the coefficients, for any matching collection {ax}xezs,|kj=», of complex

numbers aj € C such that a_ = ay, for every k (@i denotes the complex conjugate of ay), the vector
field

E(t,.’l]) = Z akEkeik'¢n+1(t,m)
[k|=Xo

is real-valued and satisfies the relations

E 2
div¢n+1E = 0’ div¢n+1 (E ® E) = v¢n+1 (%) '

Moreover, the fact that ¢, 41 is measure-preserving implies that

1
@) Jr

1 2
E®E du = > lax*My.
[k]=Xo

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 ¢, co be two universal
constants such that \/Tg < e <cp <1, andlet ¢ € C(B.,(0)) identical to 1 on B, (0). Next, let
C;,j=1,...,8, denote the eight equivalence classes of Z3/(2Z)3, then by defining

or(x) ==z —k), keZ3,
observe that if k # 1 € C;, then |k — | > 2 > 2¢o and ¢y and ¢; have disjoint supports.
Furthermore define the function
,7 2
Py = Z P

kez3
which is smooth, bounded and bounded away from zero. Hence for v € R3,7 € R set

o (v) = 220 3
k(v) : ok keZ3,

D)= au)e ™5, kezdj=1,..8
1eCj

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

_Zsj v (v,7)

and for any r € N,k € Z3 and j = 1,...,8 it holds that

2
=

sup | Dy (v,7)| < COr kDw”, 7 €N,
sup Dgaw,gj)(v,r)] < O hy [k)VP
[v|<V,T
T () : . () r—1
sup |Dy (0-¢ (v, ) +i(k-v) (v, 7)) | < C(r, |k|)p
[v|<V,T
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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:

- s 1
e(t) = €n+41 (t) = W (e(t) (1 — 6n+1) — /T'g |’U[(t,$)|2dfﬂ> .
Then, recalling from [23, Lemma 3.1], for

ni= m7 (6.19)

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

é(t) < L <§é+ Cn(1 + \/§)> O,

3(2m)3 \ 4
é(t) > mzin.

Moreover, let 7, : [0,00) = R be a function such that
m(t) = et), Vi<t
1 3
—et) < va(t) < =
Se() < () < 5

[nllor < Clle<dler, VEk <2.

&(t), Vt>t, (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 ro > 0 and Ag > 1 such that there exist pairwise
disjoint, finite subsets Aj C {k € Z3: |k| = Xo}, for j € {1,...,N}, as well as smooth positive
functions

D) e c® (B, (1d)), je{l,...,N},keA;,

such that k € A; implies —k € A; as well as W(j,z = %(Cj)' For each R € B;,(Id) we have the identity

1

_ @ py)
R= kgj (y,j (R)) My, VR € B,,(1d).

We apply the lemma with N = 8 to obtain A9 > 1, ro > 0 and pairwise disjoint families A; as well
as positive functions 7,(6]) € C*® (B, (Id)) for k € Aj,j € {1,...,8}. Define

W(s,y,7,&) = Y _ ax(s,y, 7) Epe* <, (6.21)
keA

where A = U§:1 A;, and we define the amplitude coeflicients as (recall that v, was defined in Equ.
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(6.20))

R
ar(s,y,7) == Lea, 3V pe(s,y) 7D (715(5,3;)) b9 (5(s,y), 7),
—— ———
— —

pe(s,y)
(o) e
Ri(s,y) := pe(s,y)1d — Ra(s,y),
pe(s;y) = pe(s,y) + n(s), (6.22)
il ) = P52 + Bl )
(s,y) == ve(y, 8) + bny1(y, 5)- (6.23)

First, we summarize the estimates on the functions py.

Lemma 6.2. We have

. 4
1Pelles, c. < ELnnén—Hu

”ﬁéHClgtL,z < CLnf_lﬁ5n+1-

For the proof see Section 8.1.
Hence we immediately obtain by the above lemma and the choice of 7 in Section 6.5

3(21 E (ie+0n(1+\/_))

<CL, (é+ n(1+ \/E)) 6n < C L6,
llpellc.c, = Cedy.

4
lpellec, . < — nn5n+1 +

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 § € [0,1] and t € [0, t.]

1
2

laillos < COOOLE e Vaz, (6.24)

|0-axlles < CE(1+ M) Li VD63 (6.25)

10rax +i(k - D)ak]|cg < C S ps1 D5z (6.26)
l0sarllc, < CHOLE o253, (6.27)

and for r € N and t € [0,tz],

lalle; < COT LR 267 e, (6.28)

10-arlle; < CO(1+ M) LL2ur D5k, (6.29)

|0rak +i(k - Baxllo; < COTLIF 16 s, (6.30)
HasakHCT < C(8 TL2T+2MT+1 :;Sill 1)— 162 ( n[lfr _i_(zz;ll)’ (631)
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where

o (fErsa )

1 :
cWo = ¢ (J”[)He'(’ +ve(1+2(1+2a+ve+nYeler))) ),
Ve Te e
r—1
cOr=cve |1+ Cn+n?d cOcl)
7j=1

Céﬁ),r ~ 025),7",
Cé?),r ~ C§5),r
CéS),r _ Oeas(l),r + 0685(2),7" + 616533(3),7“7

Co-r (77(1 +VE) + lefen N Ceasﬁm) (1 n nCér)) ,

NG
c§s<2>*:o\/é(1+ncy>) <<1+ Ta+vet+n |e|cl))

with

~

l+e~/e\! 1+e
o =1 )~
o= (D)

=1\

[

o 13

+ Cfs”) ,

J=1

r—1
o0~y (1 0 472y COICE)

c&VP = 0L (14 CO M1+ VE) +lelen))

OsTyr
Cs =

2 r—1
n (r) n z 1+ Lol (r) () (x(r—1)
g(14—770 )+77(1+77)<_) (1+vVe+n |e|c)<Ce 4—;;08 C! >>

For the proof, see Section 8.1. Furthermore, note that the constants C’y) and C’S’)’T are monotone
nondecreasing in r. Moreover, by this monotonicity, we see that all the r-dependent constants except
for Cél)’r, C§2 " and Cég)’r are monotone nondecreasing in r > 0.
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Denote C)" 0 .= (C§j>”“+1)5(céj>"“)1—5. Furthermore it holds for » € N and ¢ € [0, t.],

7 1
I(ve - Vy)arllo, < Cllvelle, llaxllcy < COM pepi! My LE 62,
T

[(ve - Vy)arle,op < Cllvelle, lar] gpes + C Y lveljlar] o gper-a
j=1

r+5 r a—1)¢%
< OMULn"'QCé5)m+1‘ur+1§7(l++ll)( 1)57%

+ O ML i@ =i e gy

Jj=1
r+1
<C 205)73 M, LT+2 r+1 7(17:;1)(0‘ 1)571
Jj=1
Cf’)‘j monotone
< CO®rHL L 1T 3 rigriDe1) 5

n+1 n-
6.6.1 The principal part
We define the principal part of the perturbation using the functions defined in the previous section:
wo(t, ) = W(t, 2, Aty Adp41 (L, x)).

By choice of 71(;)7 ,(c ), one can immediately see that for t € [0, t.]

wolt,2)] < €S Jar(t, e, M)| < CV/Jpelt,2)] < CLEVES. (6.32)
k

From [23, Corollary 4.2], we obtain

Proposition 6.4. Let W = W (y, s,£7) be defined by (6.21). Then we have

WeW(y,s&7) =Ry, s)+ > Ukly,s7)e"s, (6.33)
1<]k|<2X0

where Uy, € C2, (T3 x R?,83%3), k € A, satisfies Ugk = %Tr(Uk)k. Moreover, for any fized s < tp, 7 <
Mp, L>1, and for every § € (0,1],r e N2 <r <r,+5, we have

||Uk('7577)||cg < CL?L\/EC(I)76 b 6((171)5717
10,5, 7)lley < LY OO 7w Y6,
For the proof, see Section 8.2. Moreover, we have the following estimates for w.

Lemma 6.5. Fizr > r,+2. Then for 6 € (0,1) sufficiently small it holds
lwollo,, o3 < CLPLACION 62,
||w0||c§kLc;+‘5 < CL2(1+6)L§+26(C§1),1 +(CO2) (o), )1—5))\1+5557
18wl oo < C2e L3+ LENHO5E,
with C%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

Ppav = [P(vo ¢;Jlr1)] 0 g1, Qv :i=[Qvo @Lﬁl)} © Ppt1-
Then using the definitions we can see that
div¢7l+lp¢7l+l = [diV(P(U © ¢;~il>1)j| © ¢n+1 = 07
divg, ,, Qp,.y = [diV(Q(v o ¢ 11)] © Pni1 = dive,,, v.

Further, denoting by ¢ the zero-mean solution of the Poisson equation Ay, % = divg,,,v, where
Ag, v :=[A(vo ¢, 1) 0 dni1, we have the alternative representation

1

if v € C>(T3 R?). As in [23], the strategy to control divy, ,, vpt1, is to recall v,11 = v + w, + w, for
an as yet undetermined w,., and think of the flowed divergences of the two terms known so far. For
the first term it is

dive, ,,ve = divg, v — (div¢n+1vn) *xo + (divd,nﬂvn) * x¢ — (divg, vn) * xe
+ (diV¢nvn) * Xg-

The terms of the first line look like they might be controllable via mollification estimates and closeness
of the flow maps ¢, 41, ¢n, 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

wi =— (Q¢"v4) * X0,

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

div¢n+1 (wo + wg) =0,
ie.
wi = —Q¢"+1wo.
We then define the total corrector term as
We = wi + wf.
The main estimates for the corrector terms are summarised in the following lemma.
Lemma 6.6. For ¢ € (0,1) sufficiently small, we have
P
e, o3 < OLTLa(L+ M2)55
6
lwelle.,, cxvs < CLL,(1+ M2 07167,
§+§ _ _ 1
lw2lle.,, o5 < CLZ LI (GO 4 OO ey sE
Z+§ 1 1
ngHCgeLCiH < COL3t2Lz (Cél)’l + 055)72+6))\6N<Z+157%'
The definitions of the energy-dependent constants can be found in Proposition 6.3.

The proof will be presented in Section 8.3.

ISince we want to control the divergence here, it is enough to project the divergence-free part of v, away and hence
use Qg !
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6.6.3 The total perturbation
Finally, we define the new velocity field by

Vpt1 = Vg + Wpt1 = Vg + Wy + We, (6.34)

2

¢ is the total perturbation. The estimates for these are given in the

where w,+1 = w, + wg + w
following lemma.

Lemma 6.7. We have for § € (0,1) sufficiently small,

||wn+1||cgthg <C (1 F M 4 eWd L oM 06(5)’”5) L””LEH)\%%,

||wn+1||c%ch;+5 <C (1 + M36 n Cél),l + (C§5)’2)‘5(C§1)’1)1_5 + Cé5),2+6) L3+25L,7/2+55}/2)\1+‘5,
||”n+1|‘c%%c;+5 <C (1 M2 4 M, + DL 4 (OB)2)(o(D1y1-5 +Cé5),2+5) LB LT/24051/2)143
lons1 = vnllcg, co <C (\/€+ (1 + M 44+t 4 C§5>71+‘5) 5}1431) LT [5/243051/2

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 divy, ., from [23, Lemma 3.4].

Lemma 6.8. Let v € C°(T3,R?) and Rv be the matriz-valued function defined in [14, Definition 4.2],
so that Rv takes values in the space ngg of symmetric trace-free matrices and div Rv = v— ﬁ fT3 V.
Then the operator Ry, ,, defined as

R, v =[R(vo ‘b;il)] © Pnt1
satisfies divg,  (Rg, ., v) =v — ﬁ Jps v-
Let us recall the equation at stage n:
Byvp + dive, (Un @ vn) + Ve, qn + (—A)3, v, = divg, Ry

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

o

Rpi1:=Re,.u (3tvn+1 +divg, , (Un41 ® Vng1) + Ve, @nsr + (—A)znﬂvnﬂ) :

To investigate the structure of this new stress term, recall that v,41 = v¢ + Wy + We = Vg + Wy41.
Moreover, recall the equation for v, = vy, * xy:

o

Owve + X * divg, (Vn @ Un) + Xe * Vg, an + Xe * (—A)gnvn = x¢ * divy, Ry. (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 w, 1, i.e. R, R R™Pr and RIS,

2. Flow errors from the mismatch between having all operators flowed along ¢,, at stage n and
wanting to have all operators flowed along ¢,+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 (v¢ - Vg, )w, and
not divg, ,, (ve ® w,). The difference between the two terms is non-zero because of the flow.
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3. Mollification errors from using v, in v, 41 instead of v,,. 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 (—A)%u 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 v, 11 = v¢ + w, + w,
and attempt to use our knowledge about the previous stage via vy. We write terms arising from the
fractional Laplacian in blue color.

. 1 - o
6tvn+1 + d1V¢n+1 (Un-i-l ® vn-i-l) + v¢n+1q€ - v¢n+1 §[|w0|2 - pé] + (_A)¢n+1vn+l

Equ. (6.35 i .
qu._(6.35) [Orwo + divg, ., (Ve ® wo) — wodive, , ,ve] + (—A)‘;nﬂwmﬂ

transport error dissipative error

1 .
+divg, (wo ® w, — 3 (lwo|? — pe) 1d —Rg>

oscillation error

+ (diV¢n+1 — diV¢n) ]‘D%g + (diV¢n+1 — diV¢n) (w X w)

flow error, I

(A8 = (=208, ) v+ (Vouis = Vi) e+ wodive, ,, v

flow error, I1

+ (divg, Rg (divg, Rn) * Xg) + (dive, (ve @ ve) — divy, (vn @ Up) * X¢)

mollification error, I
+ ((=8)5,ve = (=A)3,vn) * Xe) + (Vg0 = (Vo an) * Xe)
mollification error, IT

+ Oywe +divg, ,, (Ve @ We 4+ Wo @ Vg + Wo @ We + We @ Upy1) -

compressibility error

Note that, strictly speaking, the terms dubbed “error” in the above equation are the divg, ,, 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, IT and mollification error, II, respectively. Except for the terms involving «, 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

6tvn+1 + diV¢n+1 (Un-i-l ® vn-i-l) + v¢n+1qn+1 + (_A)(;n+1vﬂ+1 = div¢n+1Rn+17

ie. (Vnt1,qn+1, Ontis IOEnH) is a solution to (4.6) at stage n + 1 if we set
- ﬁf) )

recalling that py := 2,262, + |R¢|2. Note that in the definition Equ. (6.22) of py, there is an
z-independent part ,. As the pressure appears inside a derivative, we do not need this part here and

hence only have gy, not the full p,.

1
An+1 = Qe — 3 (|w0|2
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6.7.1 Transport error

Proposition 6.9. Let us denote Rtra .= R (Oswo + (ve - Vg, )wo). Then for every r > 1, + 2
and § > 0 sufficiently small, it holds that almost surely for every L € N, L > 1,

”fztra”CStLCm <C (\/g_i_cg),r L OMrte (051),1 + OB +C§5),r+5+1) M, + C®0
+O§8),r I O(gs)ﬂ“-i-(;) LT+25LZ(T+6)+%A5H—157%7
e, <€ (0 + () (c29) (€0 + (€99 (c00) Y,
+C§4)’0 I (06(8),1>5 (054),0)1_6) L3(1+6)L7%1>\1+657%'
For the proof, see Section 8.5.

6.7.2 Oscillation error

Proposition 6.10. Let us denote RO := R dive, ., (Wo @ wo — & (|wol? — p¢) Id + Ry).
Then for every r > ry + 1 and § > 0 sufficiently small, it holds that almost surely for every L € N,
L>1
||é050||c< o <C (\/50(1),1 L oM+l C(?),r+6+1) Lr+25+1L2(r+5)+5/\5—1#§7;115
<tp Lz — e e e n mn n

IR c., o1 <C (\/EC(l)’l + (0(7),2)(s (\/gc(l),l)lé) [A(+6) [ 3+45 146 5
<ty Lz — e e e n n-
For the proof see Section 8.6.

6.7.3 Flow error
Let us define
R = R | (div,, = dive,) Re+ (dive,., —divs,) (v © ve)
+ (Voni = Vo) e + wodive, ., ve
R 1= Ry [(8)5,,, = (-85, ) ve]

Proposition 6.11. Forr > r*+2, § € (0,1) sufficiently small and v € (v«,7) it holds that almost
surely for every L € N, L > 1

o r4z ’
”R?OW”Cgchm <C (\/E+M3 + M, +Cé5),r+1> LT+2+6LH+2€ 6(n+ 1)9? ’
VRE o, cn < € (n+ M2 + My + COT) LD LI (4 1))
The proof can be found in Section 8.7.1.

Proposition 6.12. For § € (0,1) sufficiently small and 7' € (y«,7) # holds that almost surely for
every LeN, L >1

- 1
RS [loey, 0 < CLP MDY (n 4 1)ei* ",

IRE™ lcey, or < CMLLECT 072 (n 4 1)q) .

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 RV := Rflow 4 Rflow  For § € (0,1) sufficiently small and v € (yx,7), it
holds that almost surely for every L € N, L > 1

o 1.
||Rﬂow||cgeLCz <C (\/é‘i‘ Cé5)m+l + M, + M3 +Mq) LT+2+5L:I+7/2€—5—2(1(”+ 1)94118’)’ 7

T ——e (\/g+ OO 4 M, 4+ M2+ Mq) L2151 4 1)

6.7.4 Mollification error
Let us define
RY! = Ry,.,1dive, [(ve @ ve) = (vn @ v) * X0)],
Ry =Ry, [ (divqsn Ry — (divg, Rn) * Xe) + (Va0 = (Vo an) * xe)
+ divg, (v @ vn) % Xe) = (div, (n @ va)) * X,
Ry =Ry, [(—2)G, 00 = (A)5, vn) * xe)] -
Recall from [23] the following estimates for the first two terms:
Proposition 6.14. For 6 € (0,1) sufficiently small, almost surely for every L € N, L > 1
IR Yoo, oy + IR ooy, 00 < COL+ My) L™ L2 D, 07,
IR eo,, er + IRE Mo, o1 < C(L+ My) LT L2 Dyt~

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 3 = ;5. For § € (0,1) sufficiently small, almost surely for every L € N, L > 1
1RElow,, 00 < COL+ My™7 4+ M0 4 M) L' Ly (Dol + £° D)),
||}oz1311011||C§¢LC; < C(l + MJ—B +M5—6—2a +MU)L1+45+20¢L”£—25—40¢'

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 ¢ € (0,1) sufficiently small, almost surely for every L € N, L > 1
B Moo, oy < CA+ My~2 4+ M™% 4+ M) L™ L2 (£'D,, + ¢°Df)
”‘fszHHCSkLCé S C(l + Mq\]}.—6—2a + MU)L3+25L%DHE—25—40¢'

6.7.5 Compressibility error
Proposition 6.17. Let us denote
Feomp . Rpis [8twc +divg, , (v @ we + wo ® Ve + Wo ® We + We ® Un+1)] .

Then for every r > ry + 1, 6 > 0 sufficiently small, almost surely for every L€ N, L > 1
6
H

o 2 5)+2 1
HRcompHCgeLCm < C (1 + Mgé + Cgomp,2,5 + Cgomp,3,6 + Cgomp,4,6) L12+66Ln(7“+ )+3 )\557% 5n+27

13 1 6
2 26 2,146 3,146 A4146\ 784557 5 T46 148653 55
IRl cr < C (14 M2 4 COmPHIH0 4 Ceomp 1o 4 geomp b 1k0) [SH601 550\ IH052 60 o,

with constants C°mP:2:0 - Ccomp,3,0 - (eomp,d,6 - (yeomp, 2,140 - (yeomp, 3,149 - Geomp, 149 gpecified 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

R = Repnin ((_A)zn+1wn+l) .

Proposition 6.18. For § > 0 sufficiently small, we have almost surely for every L € N, L > 1

. 1—2a—46
”RdlssHC o <C(1+ 7‘[25 + C(l),O + O(S),r + O(S),r—i—é
STASH v e e e

~(14—A4354-C$1*54-C$1*14—(&5%1+5)2a+é

5(1—2a—3)

kA T - — —Z0— « 6
L +1+35Ln+3/2+5€(1+d(1/p 1)—268)(1-20—8) 3 8(2 +5)5ni2 ,

i 1-2a—46
||Rd1ssHC o <C(1+ M25 + C(l),é + C(l)’l + O(5),1+6
STASH v e e e

. (1 + M2 4 D (CB)2) ()-8 C£5),2+5)2“+5

L [OHAS [T/248 51/2 20435
The proof will be given in Section 8.10.

6.8 The divergence

Proposition 6.19. For every 0 sufficiently small and ~' € (0,7), for all L € N, L > 1 the following
holds almost surely

Hdiv%ﬂvnﬂ||C<£LB;010o <O+ M2 4+ M0 4+ M,)L'L, (DX 07 + D2 (n + l)g;{'),

The proof will be given in Section 8.11

6.9 The pressure

Recall the definition of the new pressure g,4+1 and the energy pumping term py

1 - - 2 o
dn+1 = qe — 5 (|'wo|2 - Pl) B pf(xat) = E\/n25727,+1 + |Rg($,t)|2.

Proposition 6.20. Let
M, :=C(1+n+e). (6.36)

Then for every L € N, L > 1 it holds almost surely

”LInJrl - Qn||C§£LCz < Man5n-

Moreover, for every § € (0,1) sufficiently small and for every L € N, L > 1, it holds almost surely
lans1 = anller, . < CLAATIL (VE (G2 40 4+ (CO2P(CDN)T) 47+ 1) A6,
sStp,®

The proof can be found in Section 8.12.
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6.10 The kinetic energy

Proposition 6.21. Recall the definition of ro from Section 6.6.1. Up to choosing C¢,C,, large enough,
the following holds true almost surely:

(01 =311) = [ ot do

9n

2
<C <(1 + M2 e 4 C§5>71+5) + M,CO V(1 + cgm)) AZGE,, 4 —Ont1,
0

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 L,, can be bounded by
Ly+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 d,4+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 M, 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 (C° estimates

The progressive measurability of v,11, ¢n4+1 and IOEnH follows directly from their definitions.
Estimate for ¢, 1 — g,: Iterative inequality Equ. (4.13) follows directly from Proposition 6.20.
Estimate for g,,1: With the previous estimate, the choice gy = 0 and the iterative inequality of the
n-th stage, we get:

n—1 n
lgn+1llcc,, co < llan+1 — anllec,, co + > llgrs — Glloc,, co < MLy > .
k=0 k=0

Un+1 is mean-free: Recall the definition of v, 41 from Equ. (6.34). The operation of mollification
preserves the mean-freeness since, for f mean-free and g smooth,

[rea@is= [ [ re-nainie = [ ] feawts = [ e [ atan=o.

Similarly, the flowed projector Qg4 preserves mean-freeness, as for f mean-free,

/ (Qy, f)(@)da / (Q(f o 6:1)) 0 bu(w)da 2 / Q(f o6 h) - 1dy
T T3 T3

3

z:dfl

= [La=Puer iy =Y [ g0,
T3 T3

where we have used that P projects onto vector fields of zero mean [14, Definition 4.1].
Therefore, we see that v, and w! are mean-free. Moreover, since w, +w?2 = Py, w,, the other terms
of v, 41 are mean-free as well which in turn implies that fw Up41dx = 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;, 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

(01 =311) = [ ot do

<cC ((1 + M2 oD 4 C§5>71+‘S)2 + M, 0t + Vel + Cg”vl)) A256§+2 + 2—7076”+1.
We will need a > a1, where a; will be determined such that
C ((1 + M2 4 oMt 4 C§5>71+5)2 + M,COt Vel + cgm)) A2‘56§+2 < %5n+1. (7.1)
This will be done in Section 7.4. Once this is done, Equ. (4.7) follows immediately.

Estimate for divgy, , vni1:

Prop. 6.19 ,
||diV¢n+1”n+1Hc<kLB 1 < CA4+ M2 4+ M7+ M)L'L, (D20 + D2 (n+1)5)).

In order to achieve iterative estimate Equ. (4.10), we will need both
LY*L, < Ly (7.2)
as well as a > ag, where as is determined such that

C(1+ M2 + M} + M,)(DL2 07 + DS (n +1)6)) < 60/%. (7.3)

Estimate for }O%HH: We have collected the CV estimates for all the stress terms in the following table.

Term Proposition | Estimate
5 5 T
||Rtra||cgtLCm 6.9 Céra’OLT+26Li(T+5)+2 )\6/1_157%
||éOSC||CStLCm 6.10 Cé)sc,OLr+25+1 Li(r+6)+5)\5—1u<7’z_:116n
o T 7
”RHOW”CgfLCm 6.13 CSOW’OLT+2+5L:1+7/2£_6_2O‘(n + 1)9%8’)’
IR, o, 6.16 Cmell 0T 2 (7 D,, 4+ (P DP)
5 T I ©
|, e, 6.17 | CoompOr126s p2FITI N 5255
”Rdiss ||CS£LCI 6.18 Cgiss,OLr+l+35L:L+3 2+552f2(1—2a—5)
(1+d(1/p—1)—28) (1-2a—06) \6(20+9)

Table 1: Summary of estimates for the C<y, C?-norms of the stress terms. The precise expression for
each named constant (e.g. C%®0) can be found in their respective propositions.

Recall that our goal is to prove that

HRn'f‘lHCSthg <nLpy10n42. (7'4)
We see from the table that the most restrictive constraints on m come from the requirements

LT9L2 < Loy, (7.5)
L12+65Li(7‘+5)+9/2 S Ln+1-
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Let us define
sz,o = Céra,O 4 O;)SC,O 4 OZIOW,O 4 Cénoll,O 4 Ogomp,O 4 O;iiss,O.
Lemma 7.1. We have

||én+1||c§£ch < CROL,y ()\5511/25761@ HO (A 1)52f35> :

Furthermore, the energy-dependent constant Cf’o satisfies

O}”{10< 1—|—é 2 § 2r+3
CT N\ e e

— 2 N\ 2
'C(1+M5_B+le_6_2a+\/€<l+\/€+|e|01)(1+e+ 1+e) (1—|—e>
- 1+ e e

) _
+<1+M35+Mv+\/§ +§+\/é(1+é+L)>-(1+M3“+Mv+\/§)).
e 1+ e

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

0 < a,
M2 <. (7.7)

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

20c1/5 n
Cf’oénﬁ-z =t (7.8)
Cl0p=3a(y 1 1)§%3 051 < 1 7.9
e (TL+ ) n+3 “n4+2 —= 2 ( )

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

7.2 (' estimates

Recall that A is chosen such that

. 1 Dn 1+e€
7|\Rn+1||c§ch;} < ALpy165 <—> ,

max { [oasillos, s lansillen :
n+4

Stphe Stp.w

Estimate for IOEHH: We have collected the C! estimates for all the stress terms in Table 7.2.
Let

Cln%,l — Ctra,l + Cosc,l + Cﬂow,l + Cmoll,l + Ccomp,l + Cdiss,l
e N e € € e € € N
We will defer the long calculations to Section 8.14 and summarize the result in the following

Lemma 7.2. The energy-dependent constant Cf’l satisfies

A1 1+e\’e _ le|cn o 14e ) 1-8 1-6—2a
Ct <0 — - 1+Ve L+vet+ ——)(1+e+ + M7+ M
1

1++e

+\/é(1+é+ 11:;52) (1+\/é+\/él5+\/é<1+é+ 1:\2))
+(M? + M,) <1+M§“+Mv+\/§+\/§(1+é+ 11:\/2))).
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Term Proposition | Estimate

- 7/2 1/2
||Rtra||C<¢LC; 6.9 Céra,1L3(l+5)Ln )\1+66n
||ROSC||C§tLCé 6.10 CSSC’1L4(1+6)L%+46)\1+65H
IR, o1 6.13 CRILPL 01072 (n + 1)y
”Rmoll”C«LC; 6.16 Cérloll,lL3+26LiDn€72674a'

13 T [&]

0 1784557 5 t40y14655 55
IR, o 6.17 Coomp L [3+56 13 T4 \1+652 5%

Sdi i 7/24+0 ¢1/2
||Rdlss||0<¢LC§ 6.18 Cglss,1L9+46Ln + oh /\2a+36

Table 2: Summary of estimates for the C<y, Ci-norms of the stress terms. The precise expression for
each named constant (e.g. C%"®!) can be found in their respective propositions.

We claim that

5 Dn 1+€
AT < Csl/2 <i) (7.10)
as well as s
JACERL) el (7.11)

Both claims will be checked in Section 7.3 below. Next,
[vntillec,, cr < llvellec,, cr + lwollee,, cr + lwelloe,, c2
<L.D,+ CL2(1+6)L§+26(C(1)’1 4 0(5)*”5))\”555
s z 1
+ CL Ly (14 MP)0185 , + CL*P L (OO 4 02 H0)0\ e sy

C®)" monotone

7 1
426 L
< CUOTLTLETONTOSE,

where
cvli=C (1 + M2 4t 4 C§5>72+5) ,

and which leads to the condition 7o
L'LE" < Loy, (7.12)

Furthermore, for [[vn11lcic,, we use that
8t’Un+1 = ddib"+1 (RnJrl — Un+1 X Un+1 — anrlId) .

Hence the C}C,-norm of v, is determined by the C;Cl-norm of v, estimated above, as well as
the estimates of the C;Cl-norms of g,41 and R, 1.
Lemma 7.3. The energy-dependent constant C¥! satisfies

1+ee 1+e
crl<c +€S(1+M§‘;+\/§(1+é+i)>.
e e 1++e

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

H%HHC&N < llgnt1 = i]n”cémm + ||€ln||c;tbm
< o3+ s (\/g (Of‘wo oW +Cé5),1+6) fn4 1) NS 4 LoD,

S CgLn-i—l /\1+55n7
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where we have used another claim to be proven in Section 7.3:
L3(1+6)L2 < Ln+1-

Lemma 7.4. The energy-dependent constant C9' satisfies

O§’1§0(1+é<1+é+i) (1+Mv+(1+ |e|cl) (1+ 1+€)>) Lre
1++e e 1++e e

With these estimates in hand, we will determine A via
max (Cfvl, oL, ngl) .

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
_\ 2 3
-~ (1
=1 () ()
e

_ 1+ée\?2
A, =C 1+(é+\/§)(1+\/§+|6|01><1+é+ +e> + MOy iR
e 14++/e

) (1+\/€1_6+\/E(1+Mv+e+ 11++jg>)

o | o

where

1+e
+ve(l+e+
\/—( 1++e

1o | o

e
+(1+M» + M7+ M, +e) (1+M§‘5+Mv+\/é(1+e+1i>}.

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

A, > 1.

And furthermore, comparing Cf’o with A, we see that

. } _\2 /oy 2r+3
e €

7.3 Choice of the exponential parameters

y

o | o

(7.13)

(7.14)

(7.15)

(7.16)

In this section, assuming that the “base parameter” a satisfies a > 1, we check that all relations
between the parameters &, Dy, S, ¢, i1, A we assumed in Section 6.1 hold, i.e. we will derive relations

between the “exponential parameters” b, c, m, ¢ that need to hold. Let us recall that b = m + e.

We will first investigate the conditions on m for L, = L™ The idea here is that if we have a
condition of the form L*LY < L, i, this leads to the two conditions m > z (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+0)+9/2>2(r. +249) +9/2.

Let us choose 7. = 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 C* estimates Equ. (4.14) and (4.11),
we need to have the condition

1+e
AL/ ( D, ) = Agl/2— (1) g (~1/2+e(l+e)+b (1+e)b™
n+4

(7.17)
_ Aal/2—(1+e)acb"+1 < Dost,
as by definition —1/2 + ¢(1 + €) + b*(1 + €) = ¢b, which gives the following additional condition on a:
a> AT, (7.18)
Now, to determine ¢, we need to ensure that Equ. (7.10) holds, i.e.

1+e€
AL < (12 <&> " .
- " 5n+4

By the definitions of the parameters involved, this translates to

nf 4 4 {27:k 2 — 7] 27, l) <
b ( (L +)0" +¢) + 5 (1+9) S|t Serg) <o
Using the definition m = 23, 7,7« &~ 1/2, § = 0, r, = 7 as well as the definitions of ¢, b, we see that
this inequality holds for € > 6. To make sure that b = m + ¢ > 36 (which we will need below), and in
keeping with [23], let us choose ¢ = 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

2
o ((1 +MP oM 4 O§5)*1+5) + M,CO 4+ Ve(1+ Cé”’l)) N5

=C.
Equ. (7.7) . !
<G8 < Lo,
To
which holds if (note that 26 —b—1 > 0 for b > 2)
T—Oée5;15gfg5;i1 _ r_Oéea_%_b"(glﬂ_b—l) néo T_o@ea—gb2+b+§ é 1.
U

Let us simplify the constants a bit more: since n = C %\/E’ we have

_ L o _
cltve ol +6Ve) <clte (7.19)

€ €

1

- <

n
Furthermore, we have

Ce§0<(1+M35+\/§£ (1+é+%)>2+\/§1+§(\/5+Mv)+\/§>

e ++e e

0(1+M35+e(1+e)4 +\/Elif§(\/E+Mv)+\/E)

e2

IN

gO(1+M;*5+g(1+é)2+\/§(\/5+Mv)+\/5) (ljé>2§
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and by a simple comparison, we see that

-\ 3
T—Oéegfie(”e)
n

€

o | o

As we have —gb2 +b+ % < 0 for b > 2, we see that the appropriate bound can easily be ensured if

5
662 —5b—9
=:aj.

\3
a> (fle (1+6>
€

1o | o

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+ M2 + M™% + M,) (D0 + D4 (n + 1))
<C(1+ M2 + M0 4 M) (Dus 0 + 672 (n+ 1))
<O+ M2 + M7+ M) (1 + )62

= C(1+ M2 4 M0 4+ M) (1 + )oY

As 1 < Cv/e, we see that C(1 + M2 + M=% + M,)(1 +n) < A, and hence the divergence estimate

. 1/28 .
holds if we can ensure Aénig, ie.

28
a> Av-1 =:qs.

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

_ _N\ 2r %
a> (A(1+e) (E> ) =: as.
€ €

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

83 _
R+ 18,5005 < 1
Once this has been done, we have
. s ,
CROU=3 (n 4+ 1)03 75 < R85, 15,

which is bounded above by 26,42 if

R,051/36 n
Ce 05n4r2 S 57

which, similarly as in the previous step, follows if

36

(a2 (@)

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

(n + 1)a737/36+%(2#3737"‘)(117"*3(—%,34-% (4+35)+32 1)

)

36

(7.20)



which is bounded by 1 as soon as

371 8 371

—§ﬁ+%(4+3b3)+—— <0 & %(44—3()3) —ﬁ—%g- (7.21)

360 3
For this to be well-defined, we first need

371 _
_ﬂ 360

which, using 8 = % translates into a condition on 7:

by BT

AT
which holds for v € (2£,1/2). Having established this, we translate Equ. (7.21) into a condition for
o

~ 85_%% -4
a<d&:i=r7v- I35 ~1.7-107" (7.22)
As a < ap and
1 _9 _ -
040:2Cb+1N8.7-10 < Qyp,

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

a> A7 —. as.
Sixth, to guarantee parameter assumption Equ. (6.4), we need

9/7
D7 < o2l
which by the definitions of the terms involved holds true if

4/3-9/7 1/21 n
67113 / _5nérS SE

which, using Equ. (7.19) as well as A, > 1, leads to
21
a> Av-1 =: qg.
Now we need to satisfy
a > max(a,...,aq) .

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

= (A () 29

Remark 7.6. Note that the least trivial conditions on the coefficients from the estimates on the stress
terms originate from the new terms Riow:2 gnd Rmoll3 It s 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
reqularity of the convex integration solutions, where we hope that in the end b = 1+€ for a small e > 0
18 possible.
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7.5 Choice of M,

Having defined a, we can finally choose the remaining constant M, and conclude the proof.
Estimate for v,; — v,: Note that

1
_ e\ 3 /e\ 23\ T2 Equ. (7.15) 5\ 16
()T
€ € € €16

From Lemma 6.7 it follows that

L6, 2 o = vnllozy, o < C (VE+ (14 M2 47+ CD1 4 0O1+9) 1/2)

2
N R S E ) (R
e

_ )
<c <\/g bodt 4 Ve s @gé(b_ﬂ (14 M)

€

@

< C'max \/aé%(b—1)7é%(b—l)—l/Z,é%(b—l)—Sﬂ) (1 +Mf‘5)

= C'max (\/é, é%(b_l), é%(b_l)_wz) (1+ M%)
!
= E(1+ M2?) < M,.

Consider f(z) := 17575~ It is obviously continuous and strictly monotone increasing and satisfies
lim, o f(z) =0 and lim, o f(x) = co. Thus, as E € (0,00), there is a unique = M, such that

M,

f(MrU) = E’7 iLe. B = Tw

(7.24)

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

M, e [E max (2E, (2E) 1—126)} . (7.25)

With this choice of M, 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 Holder exponent 6 of the solution
is less than

- 1 B m—1
C2bc+1 2(14+e)(mteS+m—2—¢
B 23 -1

C2(1+15)(23+15)5+23 -2 15

éZOAO

~ 8.68-1077,

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 a; and its

derivatives in various norms.

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

- 2 - 4
IPellozy, . < 7= (nsn + IRelloc 0. ) < —Landusn.

Observe that for ®(z) := %, /12021 + 22, it holds on [0, Ly,nd,41] that
|D7®(2)| < C(Lnndnia)' ™.
Therefore, we find

Ipellcy,, , = lpellee, ez + llpellcy, c.

~ o i Equ. (4.8) B
Iellee,, o2 < CllRdlle,, 02 S CCH|Rullec, o, < CLunl™ Hnga,

Ipellcr, c, < CllRillcr, ¢, < CLpt 'ndny.
=tL =L

O

Proof of Proposition 6.3. Throughout the proof, we let ¢ € [0,t;]. In the following we often suppress
the (uniform) time dependence and also write || - ||¢ for || - ||¢, to simplify the notation. We begin by

applying the product rule to estimate

lakllcs < IVeellesITllel¥lle + IVedlelTlles ¥lle + IVedlelTllel¥lles,

larlley <€ > IVpelon ITlem 1% e,

r1+re2t+rs=r

10-arllcs < [lvpellesITlcllo-Yle +lIvedelTlles 18- lle + lveeellTllelo-¥lles,

lorarllc; <C > Ivedlep ITllesz 10-Ylless,

ri+ret+rz=r

10rax +i(k - D)arlcs < Vpellez ITlcl|0-¥ +i(k - 0) [ + [[VpellelTlles 10-¥ + ik - 0) ¥l o
+ IVeellelTlell0r® +i(k - 0) ¥l s,

l0rar +ilk - Darlley <C Y Ioellep Tl ep2 10- % + ik - 8) ) cs.-

r1+ret+rs=r

Proof of (6.24): Let us consider the individual factors: since Ced,, < |p¢| < CLped,, we find

1
Ivpellcs = Iveele + [Vades < IVpelle + Cledn) 2 llpellcs,
1 1 o 1 1 _1
< CLiV@ES: + Cledn) || Rellos < CLEVES: + CLye™ 29 %8, 26174 D5
< CLu (Ve + e ' =%)62 DS,
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Next, it holds by definition that ||I'||co ,[[¥[lco < C. Turning to the Holder norm of I', we find

R . _ 5 _
ITlcs = [ITlc + [Mles <C+C | =2 < C+CllRelclpy les + ClRAcsllog o
cs

< C+C||Rellc(edn) 2[Relos + CRe] s (edn)

< c + CLnn6n+1 (Qén)_2Ln(775n+l)l_5DfL + CLn(nén-l-l)l_[ng(ﬁ(sn)_l
<C+ CLnnliégil(l + Ln775n+1(§5n)71)57:157111§D2

< CL2(1+n' e 1), 047505,

Finally,
1)l cs < CRllI)18 < CLoUC.

Hence we can estimate the Holder norm of ay

5 _ 1
laxllcs < CeLiue) TV oz,

where )

C.=C (\/54_@777175 4 \/57717551) '
Proof of (6.28): For |lax||c- we proceed as before, estimating each factor. Let us start with ||\/p¢]/cr.
First, observe that on the interval [Ced,,, CL,&d,], the function x + /x satisfies for j > 1

1 .

[V < Cledn) ™.

Hence
Iatlles < OLaesn)t +C3 es) ol odles
j=1
< C(Lnebn)t +Coy i<g>%*j<Lné>H||pe||c;.
j=1
Note that

lpellor < loeloe + Y [pel; < CLn@Sn +C Y (Lundnsa)' 7 | RellZ, | Rell oy

Jj=1 Jj=1

< CLnéén + c Z(Lnn6n+1)l_j (Lnnén-i-l)j_l[l_anDn
j=1
<CL,(14 e "D,.

Hence, combining the two previous calculations, we obtain

1 14+¢e) 1 T J
Ve < (CLags)t +oYE D5 ta -, Y (£)

j=1

I | o

1+é«
< "\e
<CLVe|l+ > > (

Jj=1

— CL Ve W s D,

J 1
) 6, 201D,

1o | o

40



For ||T'||¢r, using the boundedness of %(j ). we immediately see that

ITlle; <C+C Y Relleplieg ez

r1+reo=r
Note that on [Ced,,, 00), the function =+ z~1 satisfies for j > 1
()71 < Cledn) VY.

Hence we obtain

e Hlere < Cledn)™ + CZ e60) 7 HloelE, el o2

_ T2 N\ J
<C Q—l + ﬂer Z (E) 5;261_T2Dn

< CL72e 1052012 D, = CP L2672 D, 072

€

We combine the above estimates to find

ITlc; < CLyF [ 14+ 40 €0 | 6,4 "D, < CLEICT 6,177 D,

For ||¥||cr, we use the boundedness of ||¥||c and the interpolation inequality [32, Equ. (4.5)] to find
(D] 1 U D
19ley <€ { 1+ 3, @l
j=1
<C 1+Z“ (LnDpl"" 4 Le2 7)™ (Lysr U D+"
j=1
.o =i 1y
< CL;ZM (max (D, 0", ¢27 1)) (o) UT D (8.1)
j=1
Note that for max (D, ¢*~",<%7}) = <21}, it holds that
i D gl—r a—1 ::{ a—1\(G-1) =5 _ 5 d(a=1)
K (max ( n ’§n+1 )) (gn ) = W §n+1
and in the other case max (D=7, ¢% 7)) = D' =", using D,, < <27 and €71 < p, we see that also

/Lj (max (Dnglfr a—l)):%{ (ga—l)(] 1+ *,u ( nglfr):%{ (gzill)(g 1+ <‘ur J(a 1)

ydn+41 n+1

Thus, we obtain

—1
1W]ler < CLLu Y,

with a constant which maximizes both the above cases.
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We collect

llaklle;

r—1
S Vel (H‘I’Ilr + Z (TNl i + ||P||r>

r—j—1
+Z”\/—g”3 (II\I/IIr it Z TNl e —j—s + T[]~ a)
+||\/ﬁg||r

r—1
< Lives: <L;M<,§(f1” + LS CW5 e D, i L;“Cér)ziglél‘TDn)

=1

r—1
+ 3 LiVECYs, 20D,

Jj=1

r—j—1
'(L:LJ r— jg’r(LT 1g)(a 1)+L2—j+1 Z O{gi)5516171'Dnlur7j7i§7(;r—1]—l)(a—l)
i=1

+L:;j+1cérfj)5;1g17(r7j>Dn)
4 L'VECs, 2D,

a3 N r—1 ) . )
< Ln+2 \/557% <‘ur§;$zl 1) + chéz)urfzgr(;—lz)(a—l) + Cér)n

r—1 r—j—1
+ 57%1L:z+1 Z \/écéj)n (lu?“jgr(;:lj)(a 1) + Z O(’L nt= z'ur j—i (7“ J i)(a—1) + C r—j) nt= (rj))
)= =1
+ LIVEC T nsi e,
where we used ¢D,, < nd,. The above hence finally yields
||ak||CT C[T]LT+252 T ;fl 1)7

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

r—1
cili=cve |1+ Cnp+n? > cDeir)

j=1
Proof of (6.26): First, let us note that by the above observation
Therefore, we estimate
10:9 +i(k - 0)¥lleg < Cu*)gy < CLL Y,
and use this to conclude that
10rar +i(k - D)arllos < CoLip® S0 Voz.
Proof of (6.29): For r € N, we estimate analogously to [23, p. 34], using (8.1), to obtain

1
18-y +i(k - D)aklle; < CUILLF ur=1er 0oz,
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Proof of (6.27) and (6.31): By the product rule we find

Oy, = (0s/P2)T + /(0 D)W + /5eT (9, D).

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

105 /Pillc. < Cledn) ™% |10spellc,
lowvpele: <C S e

ri+ro=r

o 10l

1

On [Ced,, 00), the function = — 7

satisfies for j > 1

(73] < Cledn)UF),

J

Hence we can easily see that

_1 1
2 < C(ed,) 2,
sz c. (¢dn)

o, = Clesn)* + 3 (edn) T D el el
j=1

y

o

< (edn)} |C+orrsirp, LEE 3 (

1o | o

j=1
< C(ed,) 2CLLS "D,
Furthermore,
0spe = Ospe + OsYn.
Since |8s")/n| < C”é”cit, we find
10s7n| < C(le|cr + VD).

On the other hand, standard mollification estimates imply that
”aséfnr S CLnnén-i-lg_l_Tu

as well as

< C(Lnnd1) M Rellr + C(Lundnrr) " Rellf < CLT

T

|<\/n2az+l T |2>' (R)

Hence we can conclude that

||88[7£||Cz < C”aséfnc‘x < OLn775n+1€71a
!
(w/n2az+l+|-|2> (Re)

which in turn implies (by D,, < 16,41/~ 1)

||asél||rfj S CLnn(anrléilira
J

T
0spellcy <C
7=0

19spellc, < C(ansn-i-lg_l + leler + \/EDW) < C(Lun(1+ \/E) + |e|01)5n+1€_17
”aspl”C; < CLnW(SnJrléilir-
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Thus

nn(l + \/E) + |€|Cl 5;%5114»16_17
NG

L
10svpello, <C

r—1
_1 _1 _1
10v/Beller < O { ||or ? |, 10wpelicz + D0 ||or ® |, I10wpelleys + o 2| .. 19:pellce
x j:1 x x
r—1
< C | (€0n) FLanbn 077+ (€6,) T LLCI 6 I Dy Ly 070D
j=1

+(e80) " HLLCE6 0T D (L1 + V&) + lelen)dnial )

_1 ro_1 -
<opr+t L (1 +CO (1 +VE) + |e|cl)) O 2 Gy 0717 = LDV s
Next we estimate

10T ller <C

=0

(1@sFer)o g + 1 Redop; g ) -

03 (%)

C

i
x

By the chain rule, we find that

‘ R, r ‘ R, i—1 fofe
Dm(_) ~olis H(a)_ Re|™ || Be
H( W) or ; T lles g ||, |[ e o
. Ln775n+1 ot _ _
<C 14 2l Lreme-1t-rp,
— ;( + Q(Sn n e n
< CLYC 76, Dy
Next, for any r € N we find
10sRe)py Hlor
< CY 105 Rell g llog Ml s
§=0
r—1 ) ) ) )
< CLnoni1l ™ 77 (€0,)  + C Y Lyndnia ™ e L g 2= D,
j=1
+ CLyp i 0 e L7 CM 67200 D,
r—1
- CLngénH&glf‘l‘T + Cgén+1(5;2Dn€_r Lty + CL;“génﬂéfan‘rCé”
e e = e

< CL L (14000 ) b 71,
€

as well as

1. Re(s, )i (5. Mlew < CLu2 0 601187

and

T
[ReDspy lop < CY IR 10507 s

Jj=0
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Note that

T J

lpg *lley < Cledn) 2+ C D (e0,) "2 (Lnedn) ™ Lu(1+ )0 "D,, < CLye 2C5, 20,

Jj=1i=1

and so we obtain

T
19507 M ey < C Y 1oz s ll9spell or-a

=0
r—1

< C(e6,) 2Landp "+ C Z LI e 20952070 [ 071D
j=1

+CLLe2CI 6,20 (L (1 + VE) + el )0n 1!

gCL;“e—Z 14+ (L+VE+ntelen) Y. 09 | 626,107

Jj=1

< OLT“i(l + Ve + 07 ele)C 626, 07

10sp¢ e, < CLn (1+f+77 Helen)o, 204l

Thus we can estimate the other factor as

r—1
1Redsp; ller < CllRelle, N0y ey +C Y 1Rl i 9spp Ml s + CllRN ez l|0spy e
j=1

2
<CoLT+? (g) (1+Ve+nele)CM 6,262, 07T,

2
00 e, < O (L) 14 Vel 26t
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Hence we can combine the above estimates to find

10T llc:

) () .
+c§§@%%<%ﬂ
(2

2
s;cr<Lz+lg (14900 dugtet 1 (2) <1+—v%-+n1whﬂ>cé”6n25i+1elf>

<c|

(l@ 27 ez + 11 Redepy e

(1@sBee)o g+ + I Redpy oy

e

(@B e + | Redpi )
Ccy

+C

r—1
+CY CLYCH 5 Dyt )

i=1

2
: (L;—i“g (1 + ncy—») Spy10, t  Lrit2 (g) (1++ve+ n‘1|e|cl)cgr—i>5;25§+l>

2
+CLrCM A5 D, <0Lnﬁe—15n+1551 +I2 (ﬁ) (1+ve+ n—1|e|cl)5;25g+1e—l>
€ €
< Li(rJrl)Oeasl",r(anrla;léflfr,

8D (s, )]0 < OLig (1 + 77(1 +Ve+ n—1|e|cl)) A ST

€

where
" r—1
C(’)SF,T —ct(1 1 O(r) 2 C(Z)C(T*’L)
‘ Q<+(+n)e+n;ee

r—1
v en (e n 3 coer) ).

i=1
From [23, p.64] we obtain
10:¥]|c, < CLn,ug;Z;lQ,
[0:¥lle; < CLL G T Dn e+ ).

n

Let us put all terms together: recall

Bsa,(cj)(s,y,T) = (85\/pg(s,y)> L(s,y)V(s,y,7) +/pe(s,y)(0sT(s,9))¥(s,y,7T)
+ pl(say)F(Say)(aS\P(SvyaT))'
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For the first term, we find

1(00v/20) T |,
r—1
< Cl0sv/pellc, (II‘I’IIC; + D Tl @l op-i + IIFIIC;>

i=1

r—1 r—j—1
+ > 10sy/pell s <||‘I’||c;j + > ITlel @l gpami + IIFIIC;:)
j=1

=1
+ 10sv/pellcy
Ln 1 e 1 1 _
<C n( +\/E)+|€|C 5n25n+1€ 1
e

r—1
. (L:LNTCZS;Y;U + Z L;—H C(gi)6;lgl—iDnL:L—iMr—i%(L:ll)('Yfl)
i=1

+L OO S, T D, )

r—1

. I .
+ O LIV 53 5 0
j=1
_(szjﬂﬂrfjgr(g—lg)(v—l) + Z L:';LlOéi)5;1617iDnL:Ifj7i’ur7j7i§7(lT+—1J—1)(V_l)
i=1

+L:L—j+1Cér—j)(gglgl—(r—j)Dn)

_1
TN S RTolo AL N M

1
210s(1),r 53 1 r(y—1
< L2000 g oY,

where

c:Wr .= ¢ <<"(1 + \/3; eler | O?Sﬁ’r) (1 + nCé”)) :
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. J
using 6, 10,1107 < p as well as £77 < (ug;gll) . The second term can be estimated similarly by
V7 (0.1) 0]l
r—1
< CllVpdlle, <||5sF||cz||‘1’||C; + > 10Tl 19| or-: + 119 z)

=1

r—j—1

+CZII\/_IICJ (IIa Clle, %l oy r-i-i +[0sT | op- )

+CII\/@IIC;II65FIIC
gcx:,%ﬁa,%( <1+ T1+ve+n |e|cl)5n15n+1) R IR ey FATIESA LY

=1

r—1
i Z Li(iJrl)OeasF,i5n+15;167171'1;:;i‘urfigr(:;—lz)('y—1) +Li(rJrl)Ceasl“,r(anrlé;léflfr)

=1

+CZLJ VeCW o, 1=ip,

(Li <1+ Ta+ve+n |€|01)5n15n+1> nglanﬂ(s;lL;fjﬂr—j%—lﬁ(v—n
r—j—1 B

+ Z Li(i+1)c§sni5n+ 5 1[ 1— ZL’I" i— lﬂr j— 1§7(l:_] i) (y—1)
=1

_|_L$L(r—j+1)08851“,r—j5 15 15_ (r— J))

+ CLLVeCs, (7D, L (1 +o 04 Ve n—1|e|01>6;16n+1) L4160 4107
€

<L2T+208 2),r62 r+1 7“(’)’ 1)— 1(D o= s n+1)

where

CO@7 = CVE (1+9C) <<1 + 21+ Ve+ n1|e|cl)> 4 cfs”) .

48



Finally, we estimate the third term:

Nz

r—1
< Clvedle. <||3s‘11||c; + 3 Tl 059 op i + IIFIIC;Ilas\PIch>

i=1

r—1 r—j—1
+CY Vel <||3s\1/||c;f + D ITlos 105 gri-i + IIFllc;jllas‘I’llcz>

j=1 i=1
+ CllVpellerl0s¥]le,
1 1 _1)— _
< CLEVes? (L:jl;/*lc;(ﬁl DD )

r—1
+ZL2+1O§' 5 Ll=ip. - z+1‘ur ZH%(L:L i) (y=1)— 1(D == l)+§n+1)
=1

r—1
+OY LVECD 5 20D,
(Lo = GO D, )
r—j—1 j—1
+ Y LW T D, Ly I Um0 (p, =i
i=1

+szj+1cér7j)5;1617(r—j)DnLnu§Zﬁ)
+ CLIVECT) 672007 Dy L]l 72
SL;"'%0885(3),1“57%ur+1§7:$1—1)_1( O n+1)
where
r—1

Jj=1

Thus in total

|0uanlcy <L2r+ (055(1),7«+O§5(2),T+O§95(3),r) 52 T+1§T(+v1 1)— ( D, 0"+ n+1)
Furthermore

10saxllc. < C(10svpelle. +IIVeelle. (19sT e, +119s¥]lc.))

<C n77(1+\/—)+|€|cl 5*2571_"_ 1
\/E

1 1
+L3Vess <Lig <1+ (1+Ve+n~ |e|cl)) T +Lnu<;+f>>

<orl <W(1+\/j)é+ lef +\/g<1+g <1+g(1+\/§+n1|e|01)))>u<n+152

This finally concludes the proof of Proposition 6.3.
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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,?J,T, 5) = Z ak(&y?T)ak?’ (S7y7T)Ek & E‘}’c/t?_ik/'5
k#k'

From this, we immediately find, for ¢ € [0, L],

S(a—1
Ukllcs < €3 llarllcsllaw o, + llarlc, lawllcs < CLEIVECD 10 Vs,
k#k'
L5
[Uklle; <C > Z||ak||cj||ak,||cT , <L [ O JE 4+ S eacE T B,
k#k! =0 j=1

This concludes the proof. O

Proof of Lemma 6.5. Recall that since A = Cp%s2;} and hence A > u(D,,0=! + ¢27}), similar to the
proof of [23, Lemma 4.10] and the above estimates we deduce

lwollo,, cs < CLPLACION63,
ol oxes < CLAOTD LI (COT 4+ (CO2P (OO =IN8L.
For 0w, we take the same approach as in [23, Lemma 4.10]: below we will show
e I e R

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

‘ / 8two
T3

Hence we summarize

< CLA ! ([85ak]ctc; + AO-ay + ik - 1~)ak]ctci LK 'Ufak]CtC;)
Ceiy Co

<CLL? (058%1 + O 4 M, oM 4 \f) ucnﬂl&%.

ctcz>
< Ctrans,1L3(1+6)L§I)\l+552 + CLLéc(l),le)\éé
+CLLE (c<8>71 + OO+ MO+ VE) st

|0wollc,, c, < C <||szrirlls||0tc; + llvelleve lwollerer + H/g Oyw,
T‘

< CLS (149) L2 (Ctrans 1 + C(S + C(g3),1 + MUCél)’l + ﬁ) )\1+667%
—. OatwoLS(l—i-é)L?l /\14-553

which concludes the proof. o
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8.3 The corrector w,
Proof of Lemma 6.6. Note that

lwelloo,, oz < 1Qs,vnllez,, e

clliC<e, OF —= n <tp %z’
lwelle,,, cxts <€ 1Qs,vnlle.,, o3
Thus we just have to estimate as in [23, Equ. (4.13)]:
5 .
||Q¢nvn||C§¢LC;Z <CL*? ”le%U”HCStLBi;éO
6425 71 1-25 : 25

S CL ||dlv¢”vn||0§L Bgo%oo Hdw‘i’"U"”CSLB;I,Q,’

and, using Lemma B.9, Lemma B.2 and Lemma B.8,
”div‘b"U"HCStL B2 = ||div[vn o qS;l] o (b"”cgtj_ B/ < CL7/2||div[Un o (b;l]”CStLB;{éf
< CL4||Un||CS£LCi/2 < CL*L,(1 4+ M,)D,,.
Therefore we conclude
190, valloe,, o2 < C(L+ MZP)LHO L0 DY < C(1+ M) LTLu8)E,

which in turn completes the proof of the estimates for w!. For the other corrector term, we find

||wg||chCg < CLM N1 Z)\fs[ak]cé + Lé”“’c“Ci*“
k

5 1 5 _ 1
< CL1+5)\71 § :)\5021),1L72Lu<7’z;115721 + L5C(55)’1+5L721+5u1+6§7(11++15)(’y 1)5721
k
5 1
< OL””L%M(CS)J + 055%”5)%*1%3;11573,

||w§||CSkLC;+a < CLPFA ST N ag)on + L0 ag| gz

k

5 1 z _ 1

< OLFO)L Z )\1+6C§1)’1L721N<7’Z;1157% + L1+‘5C§5)’2+‘5L£+5u2+5<,(f:15)(7 1)55
k

z 1
< CLH%L%H(CS)’I + 055)’2”))\5%2;1153-

This conlcudes the proof.

8.4 The total perturbation

Proof of Lemma 6.7. As wp41 = w, + w} + w?, we find, using Lemmas 6.5 and 6.6

x

S C (L26L§C(51)’6)\667% + L7Ln(1 + M36)6§+2 + L1+25L§+5(Cél)11 + 0(55);14*5))\571”(3;116%)

lwntilloc,, es < llwolle.,, s + ||wi||c§£ch + ||wg||CSth5

6/5 y—1
< C(C’él)";—Fl—I—Mg‘;—l—Cél)’l —|—C’é5)’1+5) <1+ %;?2 " M§7;\+1> LHQ‘EL%M)\‘S&%
Aoy

Fau- (6‘<6)7 (6-1) C (1 LM oW L oy C(5),1+6) L2306 sE
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Similarly,

||wn+1||cS£Lc;+‘5 < ||wo||CS£LCé+6 + ”wi”CgeLCiM + ||wg||cS£LC;+5
Lemmas 6.5, 6.6

O(Cél)’l 4 (055)’2)5(C(l)’l)1*5)L2+25L,5/2+5/\1+55é

€

yoa+ Mv25)L7Ln£_16§+2 £ O(CIDL 4 OB)2+8) [3+28 [ T/24+6 \1+45

6/5 ,_1
< O(1+M35+O§1)’1 + (055),2)5(051),1)175+O§5),2+5) <1+ ‘;T/r; fl+6> L3+25L,7/2+55,1/2/\1+5

Equ.S(s.l) c (1 i M35 + Cél),l + (055),2)6(051),1)1—6 + 0(55)’2”) L3+2§LZL/2+6571/2>\1+6-

The third estimate follows as
lonsille.., eres < loelloes, oz + lwnsllo, oz
Equ,§(6.17) o (1 + M 4 M, + COL 4 (02 (oWLy1=6 Oé5),2+5) L3I LT/24851/2)148,
For the last estimate, by the previous lemmas as well as Equ. (6.32), (6.12), (6.4) (6.1), (6.3), we get
[vn41 — vnllec, o = lve = vnlloc,, oo + lwntallec,, .

<C (\/é + (1 + M» 44+t 4 C§5>>1+5) 5,1/&) L2 5/243051/2

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 by, := (9-ay + i(k - 9)ax) o 14
and Q2 (+) := Q(\+) (recalling that Qx(€) := Ere®™®), and use the decomposition

Htrans _ ptrans,l Htrans,2 Htrans,3
Ry =R, +R +R

n+1 n+l >
ptrans,l
R — ARy, <Z(bkﬂg) o ¢n+1> ,
keA

é;rjrisQ = R¢n+1 <Z(W o (br:qltl : vy(ak o ¢;Jlr1)92) © ¢n+1> >

keEA

é::i?573 =R (Z(asak ° (;5;_}_192) ° ¢n+1> .

keA

We estimate, for r > r, + 2 and ¢ € [0,t1], using the stationary phase lemma B.12,

IRy les < CLO Y N ||0rar + ik - bax|lc, + LA [[0,an + ik - dax o
k

+ LN 0, ay, + ik - vag| gr+s
5 1 _ 1
< OL5 ZA(;L% \/é,u_l(;ﬁ + LTA1+5—TO(g?),TLz-i-l‘ur—ng;S;yl 1)57%
k

1
n Lr+5)\17rcé7),T+5L:l+5+1MT+571<7(17:‘15)('Y_1)67%

< CLT+26L:L+6+1 (\/é + Cé?),r + 057),7‘-1-5) Aéﬂ_léé.
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Similarly, we find

IRy 2l os < CLO > X7 |(ve - Valle, + LA [(ve - Var]ey + LA [(vg - V)ar] gr+s

k
< CL° Z)\é_lcél)’leLéuﬂlllé + LT\~ TC(S r-‘rlM LT+2 r+1 7(17;+11)('Y 1)5;
k
5 _ 1
4 LT‘L‘;)\*’”C’P’THHMULTH2 ur+5+1§7(;+16+1)(7 1)52
5
<C (C(gl),l n Cé5),7‘+1 n Cé5),r+6+l) MUL;+5+2LT+25A5—1N<3+1152
as well as
IRy los < CLO Y N 7Y 0sarllc, + LN " [Osar]oy + LA [Osar] orrs
k
< OL62A6_10§4)’0L721[L§”+152 _|_Lr)\6 TO(S rL2T+2 r+1§77;+V1 1)— 52 (D 0y n+1)

n LT+5)\—TC(8),T+5L721(T+5)+%MT+5+1§7§:—+5)('¥*1)*153 (D 1= (r+9) +§ )
<cC (C 9,0 4 ! ®)r 4 O(s r+5) Lr+26L2(T+5)+2>\6 1#<n+152
In total this gives
||é::ﬁs||0g£LCx <C (\/§+Cé7),r FOMr+s (O(gl),l o) +Cé5),r+6+l) M, + CD:0
+C§8)”” I 028),r+5) LTH‘;Li(HéH%/\‘;u*léé
Furthermore, using Equ. (B.5), we find for ¢t € [0, ;]

||Rtrans 1 ||C; S ||Rtranb 1 ||C;+5

n+1 n+1
< OALPT N " [(0ra + ik - Bax) (4 © o) cs
k
< O>\L3+25 Z L5||87-ak + ik - ﬁakch ”QQHC‘; + ||87-ak + ik - 'DakHCg
k

< CL3(1+6)L§ (053),0 +C§3)>5> )\H‘;M_l&%,
and

[RE2 o < || RES %l cats

< OLP20 Y T l((ve - Vi)aw)( Q3 © dur) o
k

< LY L(ve - Vy)arle. Q2 llos + 1 (ve - Viy)arll ez
k

< CL3(1+5)L,%MU (051),1 I (055),2)5 (Cél),1>15> )\1+5527
since by interpolation

(0 Vaeleg < € (€2)" (c01) ™ Lhan, (usiit) ™ o
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Finally, the third term can be estimated in the same way by
trans,3 trans,3
IR Nen < IRl paes

< OLP20Y 7 |(0sar) (R © dnt) o
k

< CL20 Y " L00sar]lc. [0 ez + 19sarl|os
k

< CL3H) 5o <C<4>,o + (C<s>,1)5 (C<4>,o)”> A6
where again by interpolation we found

1-6 s
Osarlics < & (€1) (€90) 7 LI (D, 4 071) mliiod.
In total, this gives

- 7 1
trans trans,1 7 3(1+4 3\148 ¢3
IR los,, on < CEonst LA LENHOGE,

ol i=C <C§3)’° + (023)’1)6 (OE’)’O)l_5 + <C§1)’1 + (055%2)6 (051%1)1_5) M,

+CH0 4 (058%1)5 (c§4>10)15) . O

8.6 Oscillation error

Proof of Proposition 6.10. Following [23, Section 4.3], we use the definition of R;’f_ﬁl and w,, the
representation (6.33) and the stationary phase lemma B.12 to deduce, for r > r, + 1,

IR leey, 08 < CLY LN Ukleo,, on + LT+1A5_T[U;€]CS‘LC;+1 + LT+‘5+1)\_T[U;€]C§LC;+1+5
k

< C[rt20+1 Z /\éflLi\/éO(l N§n+15 + N\ rL2r+5C 7), r+llur+1 (r+1)(v 1)5n
+ >\7TL721(T+6)+5O£7)1T+6+1HT+6+1§7(L7::_16+1)(7_1)571

< CLT+25+1Li(r+5)+5 (\/écél),l T Cé7),r+1 I Cé7),r+6+1) )\571%3“16

For the first order norm, an application of Equ. (B.5) yields
IR llee., e

<C

1
divg, . (Uk - §tr(U;€)Id> Qz 0 Ppt1

Cc CF

1
< CL7P Y LN + ||dive, . (Uk — 5ur(Uk)Id)
k

1
diV¢n+1 (Uk — §tr(U;€)Id>

Oz, C0 Oz Cp

< CL3+25 Z L1+5)\5 ||Uk||cl + L1+25 ||Uk||Ci+6
%
1-6
< OL3+2‘SZLH5L§’;/\5\/§O§1 LI L8, 4 LI [0 (C 7), 2) (\/_O(l ) u1+6§7(11++16)(7—1)5n

< OL4(1+6)L§L+46 (\/écél),l + (027),2)5 (\/5051),1)1—5> ,\1+55n, -
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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

éﬂow,l _ éﬂow,l,l + éﬂow,l,Q

n+1 n+1 n+1 ’
pflow,1,1 |
Rn+1 = R¢n+1G€7
pflow,1,2 | .
Rn—i—l = R¢n+1 (w0d1V¢n+1w) 5

where Gy := (divg,,, — divg, ) Fr, Fr := Fp % x¢, and Fy, 1= v, @ v, — Ry, + g ld.
Now we estimate separately: First we estimate F), via

IFallec, o € OMILE + CLidniy + CMyLy < Cln + Mg + M,)L3,.
Thus, we deduce from mollification estimates and Equ. (B.3) as in [23, Proof of Proposition 4.8] that

— ) ,
IR low,, o3 < Cln+ M+ M) LY LE e (n+ 1)s7

||éﬂow,1,l

o oz, crvs < O+ MJ + ML L 0 (n + 1))

For the second part, we use again the stationary phase lemma B.12 to find, for r > r, + 2, and ¢t < t,

A flow, 1, -
IR lles < CLY S T LA Hakl|e, [lvell e
k

+ LN N agllen el e + L7 A lakll e [lvell grae
r1+re=r r14+ro=r+1
< LY LN LEVES: LD,
k
1 1 i3 rly—1) <L
LN (L,% VSR Ly Dy + COT L2 r 052 1, D,
r—1
+3 OS"“L%*%ujcffﬂf”aéLnan(’”*j))
j=1
LT (Lé \/557%167(T+1)LnDn I Cé5),r+1Lz+%ur+1§7(lr++11)(7—1)55 LD,
r P P IE] .
+ YOOI WG Ve LD 1)
j=1

< oL EC@ N1 D,
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Finally, applying Equ (B.5), we find for ¢ < t;,

flow,1,2
IRETST 2 v

< CI¥ Y ak() 0 dn i )div™ g g
k

< CL* PN agllos div?™ vl e, + LN |laxllc, 1div® vy, + laklolldiv®™ ve|os
k

1 3 1 3 1
< CL* Z COO L3002 D, + L LEVESE Dy + L2 L2VESE Dyt ™
< LA+ oMW\ D, O

8.7.2 Second term

In this section, we consider the new term of the flow error, égow_ 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 ]D{gow, the “naive” 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 R3°Y  we get

(=25, ve = (=2)5,v0) (1, 2)

 —
— Z |k|2a [ t Z etk bnt1(t z)dz e ik dnt1(t,x) _ / ’Ug(t, Z)eik'(ﬁ"(t’z)dz e*ik'@z(t@)
T3

> = |

zk~¢n+1(t,z) _ eik-qbn(t,z)} dz e—ik-ént1(t,z)

/ (t, 2)eont:2) g, [ —ike i1 (t,x) _ e—ik»qﬁn(t,m)} ]

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 v, and hence factors of £71, but
we cannot afford much more than (=°=%, and definitely not ¢~ 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 — A)~! and the explicit, local nature of (I — A) 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” reqularity. 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 R, ., is an order (—1) operator: for ¢ € [0,t.],

[Rows (=205, = 8050, = [Rowes (=205, = =205, ] )|

Equ. (B.3)
<

)
Boo,oo

et ||[(-a);,,, - (-a)5, | vl

bn+1

Bk
We obtain
(00, = (20, we
= (=A)*(vg 0 $ri1) © D1 — (=A)*(ve 0 ) 0 by
= (=A)%(ve o drpy =00 ¢5") 0 Pt + [(A)* (ve 0 65 1) 0 Pt — (—A) (e 0§ 7) 0 6]
= T+1I.
Note that both terms have a similar form. In particular, the following holds:

Lemma 8.2. We have for t € [0, t1]

1l o=, < 20L7||flo1/)l_fl||3‘;t2og*17 for ri= ¢yl 00, f1i=up,
11| gs-1, < 2CLY|| fr1 0 rr — frrllgszae=r,  for ir:= ¢ny1o bty frri=(=A) (v o ¢y,

Proof. Since we will be using different dualisations

(Blo,00: B11)
for several values of s, we will denote which one we use by writing “B5, . -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 ¢ € [0, t7], we have

1l gs-r, = [ (=2)*(ve 0 pripy —veo 91) 0 Snt1 |l pos,

5-1 ot
B_S s —dualisation

= sup [(=2)*(ve o bty —veo dyt) © Gnya] - g do
T3

geB 7’
Hg”B%’Eézl
< sup / [(—A)Q(Ug o ¢;_}_1 —ygo (bv:l) ° ¢n+1] g dx
gec T3
”gHB%EJSZ
= s [ (AP @k - weo)] (ool de
geCc T3
Hg”B}fléS2
— -1 -1 a -1
- sup / [UZ o ¢n+l — Vg © ¢'n, } : (_A) (g o ¢n+1) dx
gec T3
Hg”B};‘532
= sup / [ve © ($ri1 0 Bn) —ve] - [(=A)* (g0 ¢pi1)] 0 byt da,
geC™ T3
”gHB%E‘SSZ
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and using a B3+29~1_dualisation, we find

Ml g2, <€ Sup [[ve 0 (drt1 © bn) = ve| goraas - [[(=A)*(g 0 $p1) © ¢El||311;5*2ﬂ
gec™ ’ '
||g||Bi3652

L B.10

Cmm<a CL4_(1_6_2Q) ||'UE © ((br:}rl 0 ¢n) - 'UEHBgct?Og*l qselégo H(_A)a(g 0 (b;il)HBll;“*za
Hg”B}E‘SS2
L B.2
emma CL3+5+2a ||’Ug o (¢;Jlr1 [¢) (bn) — UéHng,igil -C gSelépOo ||g o ¢;J1r1 ||311;6

lgll p1-s,
Lemma B.10
< O lypo (601 0 60) — el grrza—s - CLA7D sup lg] s
00,00 geC ’
ol 3 <o

< 200242 |lugo (6,1 © 6n) — el gzt

Similarly, the second term satisfies (letting fr; := (—A)%(ve 0 ¢, 1)) for t € [0, tz]

g < swp [ (1o G o6y) = ful -(go6,") do
’ gec T3
lollpr-s

5-1 ot
B_J s —dualisation

< C Sup [frr o (bns10¢3") = frr| go-s - ‘|go¢5l‘|3}:“
gec™ ’ ’
loll 3o
L B.10
e 2CL% || frr o (dnsr 0 b)) = frrll pos - -

Now we set s = § — 1 < 0 and estimate, using duality:

[fovy—fllps . < sup flgeoy ' —g] da
geCc T3
ol <

B;j,io —dualisation

< c sup_ Il pzre lgo ™ = gll e,

for some € > 0 to be determined below.
Lemma 8.3. Let LEN, L>1,d€eN, and let s <0 and € > 0 be such that —s — /2 € (0,1).

Then for every g € Bif(Td) and Y = ¢1 o po, if either ¢; € {(b,jil O Gy nt1 0 Gt} or ¢ €
{n(t, "), Pn(r,-)} for some fivred t < tr,r, we have

€2
lg 0w ~ gllp-s-- < Ca(Ls.) g5l — 1 | .. (2)
Furthermore, we have C3(L,s,1) < CL8.
Proof. We want to prove this equality using interpolation because the L!-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 L!-type and a small term of L>-type, each raised to a power 1, 1 — 4,
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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

Lemma B.6 Lemma B.5

lgov™ —glp-e-- < C@Igov™ —gllg-s- = C@CEDIgor™ —gllyoerer
=C(ep)llgod™ —gll s/
Now, the trick consists in understanding g o 1)~! — ¢ as the application of a linear operator
Th:=ho 1/)71 —h

and to apply interpolation theory to this operator.
To this end, let us show that for the endpoints p € {1,000} we have

T: Bl_,f_a/4 — B;f_a/z with norm bounded by CL8T25+¢,
T: Bo_os,goa/4 — B;f(;a/z with norm bounded by C'L™27%/2||¢) — Id ||(Ll;9)(*5*5/4)_
Case 1: p = 1. Here we have

||g © ’@[171 - g”B;i*E/? < Hg © @bil”B;i‘*E/? + ||g||3;i*5/2

Lemma B.10
2 4—(—s5—¢/2) 74— (—85—¢/2) e
< 2L L ”gHBl,i /2

Lemma B.4

< O/ lgll oo

Case 2: p = co. Recall that 0 < —s —¢/2 < 1 and let 6 € (0,1) such that

1 . —s—¢/2
0~ (—=s—¢/2)=—s—¢/4, ie. 0= Iyt
We now have?

. Equ. (1.4) 1 . 1
lgoy™ =gllgzzerr < Cllgot™ —glle-e-cr2 = Clllgo ™ —glle= +[g0P™" = gle-s-c/2).

The second term can be estimated as

_ def. gop Hzx) —g(z) —govy) — gy Iyp(z,y
g0t — glososs 4 sup| (x) —g(x) 0oy () =9l _ sup gw(_s_z/z
z#y |z — y] z#y |z — y]

0 1-6
Iyp(z,y)
< | sup Sk sup [, ,w(ﬂf,y)
(w?fy |z — y|0 ' (=s=/2) Ty !

1-6
<[gov™ —glten (Sup Iy (, y))
T#Y

1-6
<COlgov™ —gllf-ccsa (Sip Ly (z, y))
e\ o

Lemma B.8

1-6
2
C(0) (L‘S‘E/“) lgl,—e—c/a <Sl;pl,w(:v,y)> -
S\

2Here, C* denote the classical Holder spaces; note that the embedding of the Zygmund spaces C into the Hélder
spaces works because in this case, 0 < o < 1.
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The last factor can now be estimated readily as follows:
Iyy(z,y) <lgo™(z) — g(@)| + g0y~ (y) — 9(y)|
< [gle-eern (I07H (@) = ] ==/ 4 ) =yl )
< Cllgll o enll —1d [ 77",
Therefore, we find

lgo v~ = gllpmrers < CL™2 gl poecrnll = Td £,

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

|1719

||T||L —se/4 *5;5/4]197[ —sme/2 g E/2] y = || | (Bl—’i—s/zl e c/2 ||T||£(st </t BZET 5/2)

< CL(lfﬂ)(SqLQers)Lﬁ( 25—¢/2) v — Id ” (1=0)(=s—e/4)
Finally, applying [29, Theorem 14.4.30, p. 345 f.] allows us to identify the interpolation spaces
—s—¢e/4 s— —S5—
[B1 1 °/ » Bs 6/4] =Dy, o
s—e/2 —5— —s—
[Bl e/ B 8/2] _ Bp,p e/2
for

9 1
-=——+4+—, ile.¥=1-—-€(0,1) sincep € (1,0).
00 p

Thus we find that
) s 9(—25— 9(1—0)(—s—e/4
”THﬁ(B;*;*E/“,B;;*E/Q) < O L(1—9)(8+2s+¢)  9(—2 E/Q)H’QZJ—Id”LEm ) e/ )_
In summary, this implies that
lgo ™ = gllg—s—crr = 1Tgll pos—cr2 SNIT |l g s=crt gs=cr2) 9]l gs=2r4
SCL (1— 19)(8+2s+8)L19( 25— 5/2)||,¢ Id”ﬂ(l 0)(—s— 5/4)”9”3;;75/4

< CLUTNEF2e0) pI(2eme/D) |y g |[FL g
1,1

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

p1=q =1,
P2 =42 =D,

and we finally choose p such that

1 1
d (1 — _> =c/4, ie. p= = € (1,00),  which works for 0 < ¢ < 4d.
p T 4

The exponent of the norm of ¥ — Id can be calculated since

1 €
9=1—-=— 0,1
5 4d6(, )s
e/4
1-60= 1
_5_5/46(0’)



Hence,

5 e/4 g?

Finally, using the above choices, we find that the constant has the form
Ca(L, s, ) := LU= E+2550) [9(=25=2/2) _ 80— ) +2s(—5)+e(1- ),
As e > 0 and s < 0, we immediately infer that C3(L,s, 1) < CL8. This concludes the proof. O
With the preparations of the previous section, we are now ready to prove Proposition 6.12.
Proof of Proposition 6.12. The restrictions on ¢ from the previous section are
1. e >0;
2. e <4d =12
3.
0<—-s—-¢/2<1 & 0<-25—e<2 & 25<—-—e<2(1+5s)

& -2s>e>-21+s) L' 20-0)>e> -2

The intersection of the three conditions gives
e € (0,2(1 —9)).

We obviously have that for ¢ € {4y, ¢}

[ = 1d || Lo < max (||pn+1 — dnllze, lopty — o5 llze) < Cln+1)s) (8-3)
and hence we find
Lemma 8.3 7.8 %
1+, O s (Il + Wil ) ool =14 15
» ge oo 1 ) 5
”9”3}’1“52

52
<2017 (Jluell piosee + 1(=2)(ve © 6. | pose= ) 1Y = Td |

Lemma B.2, Lemma B.8 e?
CLA (2014 15|y | s n 14 |4 — 1d | B
00,00

Now, there is a trade-off:

1. For the terms with vy, we want € > 0 to be as small as possible, because each derivative of vy
costs a factor £71.

2. On the other hand, for the ¢ — Id term, we want £ 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 vy, 1 < e < 2 is admissible. So, let us fix
e=1.

This implies

20 B L Equ. (6.17),(8.3) 20 §—54 Ly
I+ I gy, < CL ol e 17 S g om0 1)
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Therefore,
o a7
IR5 [lcoco < CLP M= (n + 1),

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

1™ ow, e < € |[Roun (=205, = (=25, ) we]|

Equ. (B.5)
<

Ccy) Cat°
CL (||(=8)3, ,,vellewy, oz + I(=A)3, vello-,, of)

= CL* (J[(=2)*(ve 0 b t1) © Bualles,, o + | (~A)*(we0 6,") 0 bule, cx )

Lemma B.8, Lemma B.2
CLY T2yl ovaa
Sty

Equ. (6.17
<
Equ. (6.3) 5 ,
< CM,LPL, 0072 (n+ 1)67 . O

)
CL?¢~ 102N L4

8.8 Mollification error

Proof of Proposition 6.15. Throughout this proof, let ¢ € [0,tz]. The idea here is similar to the one
for the flow error, except that instead of a difference ¢,4+1 — ¢, in the most difficult terms, we will
have differences of the form ¢, (t) — ¢n(s).

We start in a similar way as for figo“’:

e

= HR¢n+1 [((_A)gnw - ((_A)gnvn) * Xé)] Hcg

Equ. (B.

2
3)
CL5+45 H(-A)gn’ug — ((—A)gnvn) * XEHB‘;:&,

S CL5+46 (H(_A)gn (Ué - U")HB‘;’,; + H(_A)gnvn - ((_A)gnvn) * XZHB(‘;;})O)
= CLP(I + I1).

Let us consider I first:

Lemma B.9

CL= (=) (v = vm) 0 67 oz,

Lemma B.2 5.6 1
CL™[[(ve = vn) © ¢y, ||B§;2°g*1

Le a B.9
e CL10726720‘||1)[ — Un||BS+2a71.
00,00

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 =d+2a—1, f =v,, k=1 and 8 =~ € (0,1/2):

I(lf) S CL10_26_2Q||’U¢ — Un||BS+2a71 (t)

Lemma B.15

oL (Elvalloppsra + Clvalloy pgrzs )
<CcL"e (||Un||cgc; + ||Un||cgcg)

Equ. (4.11) 10
< CL*"L,D,0".
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Now we estimate the term /1. We again apply Lemma B.15, this time with f = (=A)§ v,, s =0 — 1,
x=1and = 5 € (0,1/2). The significance of this latter choice will become clear in Equ. (8.4).

110 = [[(~=8)%, v — (=23, ) x| s (0
Lemma B.15 o ] o
< ct H(_A)%U"HCSBQOW + ¢ ||(—A)¢nvn||ch§;;O

def.

=t ||(_A)a(vn °© (bf_Ll) °© ¢"||C,?Bgo,oo + EB”(_A)Q(U?% © (b’r_Ll) © ¢n||chngéO'

The first term is simple: Using Bgoyoo = (02, we find

o 1 Lemmas B.§8, B.2 26420 26420
H(_A) (vnody, )0 (anchgom < CL ”vangB;‘j’ig <CL ||Un||C?C§

<CLL,D,.

The main difficulty lies in estimating the second term. We want to “peel away” all the operations to
get to a norm of v, 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 C{C%norm, not the CC2*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 v, and ¢, are time dependent. More precisely, setting F(t, z) := (=A)%*(v, o ¢, 1)(t, 2)

| (s, ¢n(s)) — F(r, ¢n(7"))||3g;éo

[Fo(bn]chgojl = Ssup

hd s,r€(0,t], |S - T|'6
S#T
1
sup ———z  sup / (F(s,pn(s,2)) — F(r,¢n(r,x))) g(x) dx
s,r€[0,t], |S - T| gGB}E‘S T3
el lgll 35 <1
1 _ _
< swp 5 sup / F(s,y)(g0d,")(5,9) dy—/ F(r,y)(go ¢, ") (ry) dy
s,r€[0,t], |s — 7| geCc™ T3 T3
s#T HgHB}—lé <2
1 _
< swp s s [ (Flew) - Fru)goo,)sw) dy
5,7€[0,t], |s — | gec™ T3
i =
1 _ _
b swp [ P ((996,1)6) ~ (906,1)(0) dy
s,r€[0,t], |S - T| geC™ T3
s#T llgll g1-s<2
1,1
=D+ F.

This is similar to the terms we had to deal with in the flow error, except for differences of ¢y,41, dn,
here we have differences of ¢, (t) and ¢,(s). We apply the same method we used for the flow error.
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Let us consider the easier term, D, first:

1 _
Sup ———=  sup / (F(s,y) = F(r,y)(gody')(s,y) dy
s,r€[0,t], |S - T‘| geC™ T3
S#ET llgll gj1-s<2
i1
Lemma B.10 HF(S) - F(T)” o1
< C sup sup 3 o CL* 1| g| gi-s
s,r€[0,t], geC™ |S - T| 11
s#r - |lgll g1—s <2
i1
[e] —1 —1
oo o NEA [ 0626 0 0670 g,
- s,r€(0,t], |S - T|5
s#T
Lemma B.2 |(vn 0 6 1) (5) — (v 0 G 1) (1)|| pos2a—1
S CL3+6 sup 5 Boo so
sref0], s — |
S#ET

We need to be careful here, since outside of D, we only have a “weak” factor of £# ~ ¢1/190 a5 opposed

to the £7 ~ (/2 in [23], so we cannot afford “full” terms of D,, as we could there. We thus analyze the
term inside the supremum:

1 _ _
m”(?}n 0 ¢y ) (1) = (v 0 81 )(5)l| parza
1
st s [l o) di- [ nln) 00u0) dy
|S - T| geCc™ T3 T3
HgHB}E“*M <2
duality ||’Un(8) — Un (’I”)||Bs+2a71
=0 o 1929
geC™ - ’
||g||B%71572a <2
c || ( )H Hgo(bn(s) —go¢n(7“)||B;(1;72a
+ sup Up (T 542 .
gec™ T B |s —r|?
||g||Bi71572a <2
=: D, + Dy.
For the term D,, we find
Lemma B.10 an(s) - U"(T)HC;’ 4—(1=5—2a)
D, < 5= 1P CL s%poo ||g||Bi—l6—2a

gl j1—6—2a <2
ol 531520

B
[[on(8) = vn(r)llcg -
§4CL3+6+2a< n |S_:| @ HU"”lcggg

17
< CL*[vallZ collvnllgoge

BEqu. (4.11), (4.12)
< CL*(L.D,)" (2M,L,)"* "

<CL*L,M!=PD8.
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The term D, is treated as follows: setting ¢ := ¢, (s) o ¢, 1(r), we find

Dy

Lem. B.8
S CL6+2a||vn||CEC£+2am Supoo S%pm ||gO 1/) - g||B;§72a||h||Bgof2og‘

HgHB}EJ—Za <2 Pl pgr2a <2

Equ. (6.18), Lem. 8.3 5 s s
< CLo+ +2a(MU + Mq}i 72a)LnDn+2a

_ 1/48
|S —'r|3 Selépm ||g||Bi715—204||1/} Id”Loo

gll 120 <2
ol 3520

1/48
< CLovva (g, 4 ppi-i-2oyp, piaa [8n() — Sl

|s —r|?
In the penultimate step, we applied Lemma 8.3 with s = § 4+ 2a — 1. Now, with 8 = &, we find
1/48
Dy < CL++20 (0, 4 A2y, piv2a (16a(r) = én(s)lz=)"
_ s o _ 8.4

< CL9+5+20¢ (Mv + M17572Q)LHD5+20‘ (OL)1/48
< CLY Ly (M, + M, °72*) D2,

Finally, we need to estimate the term

1 _ _
Bm swp s sup [ Pl (909, - (906,1)0)) do
s,r€[0,t], |S - T| geC™ T3
SFET ||g||Bi—16S2

First, we consider

L Fea) (o6 — (g0 6n)o) dy

Lemma B.2

£ Ollon 0 07 e (0.0 62)(5) — (9.0 6 )Pl

Lemma B.8,

< CL6+2aLnD2+2a(MU + Mi*f?*?a)”(g odn)(s)—(go ¢;1)(T)||B;f'

Equ. (6.18)

We consider the last factor separately:

o o)) ~ 906, )0p s < s [ [goén () =goa, ()] hde
, IIhHhBeéC <2 B

<C Sup, lg o (67" (5) 0 6n(r)) = gll psllh o dn(P)llss,
Ihllgs <2
Lemma B.

8
< CLgov —glps,

with ¢ := ¢, 1(s) o ¢n(r). We apply Lemma 8.3 with s = —1 < 0 and € = 1 to find (recall that
B =n/48)
1/48

|s — r|7s

¢t (s) — (bEl(T)Ilcg)

s —r|

1/48
o0 = gl < Lllollag-s 1o~ 112 < OL Nl s

< CLQ”QHB;“ s — T|ﬁ-
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Plugging our above results into the definition of E yields:

E < C[9+26+2a[nD:§l+2a(A[v .7\1575720‘)”9”3175.
1,1
This finally gives (as § + 2a < )

I[1(t) < CCLL,D,, + (° (CL“LanﬁDﬁ + CLYL, (M, + M}=0-22)pit2e
QLY DIFRa (N N2y g ||9||3176>
gecoo 1,1
loll 152
< CL™L,(1+ M, P + M}™°72* + M,) ({D,, + ¢°DE + ¢° D3 T2)
< CLY™L,(1+ M!P 4+ M!=57% 4 M,)(D,, + (°DP).

Now we combine all estimates to find

|peto)|| |, < LTI+ D) < CLL, (14 M7 4 MIT 4 M) D, + D)),

To estimate the Cl-norm of R°!, let us calculate
IRFlo-,, o1
Bqu. (B.5) 1426 o «a
CL (-850~ (-85, 00) ) o
< CLI =83, (0 = 1l + CEM (<) 00— (-85, 0] 3l
= 1+1I.

We have for t < t;,

Lemmas B.8, B.2
<

CLH (ol ggone + onl cgene

Equ. (6.17) (6.18)
4 < CLI*042a (0, [, 0=5=2 1 (M1-9-22 | M) L, D3+2)

S C(M’375720¢ + MU)L1+45+204L"£75720¢-

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

1T < CL 3 (J[(=2)3 vallos + (=805, vallig”l {(=2)8, on} + Dxels )
< CLY2077) (= A)5, vnllog

Le a B.8
mm C,LlnLZzigfziL25+20¢”UnHC(iJr2CY
x

(le(;f?a 4 MU)L1+45+20¢Ln€75D5+2a

<C
< O(le(;f?a + MU)L1+46+20‘L”€72574Q.

Therefore,

||}o€1311011||C§kLCé S C(Mil;—6—2o¢ + MU)L1+46+2aLn£_26_4E
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8.9 Compressibility error

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

pcomp _ pcomp,l Hcomp, 2 Hcomp,3 Hcomp,4
RemP = R +R +R + R

n+1 n+l el
é;j—rripJ = R¢n+latw<13’
éz?i-rripz = R¢n+latw<23’
é:;jﬁpﬁ = R¢n+1div¢n+1 (vn+1 ® We + We @ Unt1 = We ® wC) ,
Ryt = Ry, divg,,, (ve @ we).

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

o [ _
IR e, o8 € C(L+ ML LG58 007,

s 1 S\NTTT s%  p—1-35
IR e, oxvs < COU+ M )L L,y ol 75,
are independent of the energy. Next, for r > r, + 1 and ¢ < {7, by the stationary phase lemma B.12
Hé;ﬁﬂpﬂncg < CLr-i-3-‘r26Z)\é—2[68ak]qi + )\6_T_1[asak]c;‘+l + )\_T_l[asak]c;+1+‘5
k

+ A1 [8Tak]c; + A‘;_T[aTak]C;H + )\_T[(?-,—ak]cyus
+ C,Z;ll ()\Jfl[ak]cg + /\57T[ak]05+2 + /\7T[ak]05+2+a)

+ CLM O [w?lles

S 1
S OLTHE Y N RO LA 16 (D + 6151
k

5 —1)—1 .1 _
+ Aé—r—IO(gS),r-i-lLi’""‘zur+2§7(lr+‘f‘11)(7 1) 157% (Dné_r + §Z+11)
5 _1y—q .1
+ /\7r71028),r+1+5L721(7"+5)+2ur+2+5§7(17_‘:‘15+1)(’7 1) 155 (Dnﬁf(”‘s) + C;Z-:ll)
1
+ )\6—1052)71(1 + Mv)Liugiivlfl)(gﬁ

1
+ /\54056),%1(1 + MU)L:I+3ILLT+1§7(;LJE2)W—1)5€

1
+ Afrcéﬁ),rJrlJré(l + Mv)L2+5+3MT+1+5§7(::’12+5)(771)57%

z _ 1
ol (WLl o
raZ . )1
+ /\57r0655),r+2Ln+2ur+2§7(l++12)(7 1)57%
+)\—Tc(5),r+2+6L;+5+%urg(rrlHQ)('yfl)éé)
5 1
4+ L2682t (O(gl),l I Cé5),1+5) >\5’1u<§1]253

2(r+8)+2 |\ s5_ _
< Cgomp,2,6L12+66Ln( ) 7)\d 1/&211125

Sl

)

where
Ceomp.2.8 . — ¢ (Cés),l + OB L o®rHotL (Céz),l + OO+ Oéﬁ),r+5+1) (1+ M,)

FOP2 4 CE)r+2 4 o) r+et2 4 oL Cé5),1+5) _
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Further (recalling the notation u.(t,z) := i), .\ Vg, ar(t, z, Xt) x # X Qg (Apn+1) and the identity
w2 =10 (uco¢,1,) 0 dny1 from [23, p.45]), we have

VRS2 oaes < ATHRQOU(ue 0 611)) © bl res + RO (gt - T+ w2) | s
< CL¥2 (AT L9y (e 0 670 llos + st (Ellwdlles + L4 w? yes) )

<ort® <>\1L5 <Z 1(V0)(ar © dyii)lles + 1(VO) (ar o ¢;}r1)||cz)\5>
k

+L5+35L§+5(O§1)>1+C§5)’2+6)>\ M?v 253 )

< O[30+ (AlLa (Z I (||asak||C;+s +o (||ak||cl+5 + ||ak||c2+a))
k

Hlosarllor + i1 (larllor + llakllez) + 1(Vor) (ax 0 é,14)llc, Xs)
7
+L5+25L,%+5(O§1 +l (5), 2+6)>‘6#<n7125 52 )
< CL3(1+6)
(}\—lLti (Z (C(S 1+5L 2 +25u2+5§7(11++15)(7 - 67% (Dng—é + g?z/-i_-ll)

5 2+5 2 652 2+5 (2 é)( )

+<1+A‘5)C§8>>1L? BT (D + i) + i CO2 L)

+L5+25L§+6(C§1)’1 + 0(5)’2”))\5#9211]255 53)

13
+26
< Ccomp,2,1+6 [8+56 [nz )\ 2'y 12 5 52

where the constant is given by
Csomp,2,1+5 —C (051),1 T Oé5),2+5 T Oés),ua) _
Next we apply Equ. (B.4) which yields
1757 llos < OL® ((lloellos + llwolles + lwelles) lwelle, + (lvelle, + lwolle, + llwelle,) lwelles)
< CL (M, Ly + LOLECWANSE 4 (14 M) LY,
+L1+25L§+6 (C(l),l I 0(5),1+5) A0~ M§n+15 )
((1+M25)L7L 55+1 +L1+25L2+5 (C 1),1 0(5 1+5) A1 Z+115 )

Ccomp,B 5L2+65L5+25)\55 55+2,

where

ceompdd . ¢ (1 + M, + M? 4+t 4 C§5>’1+5) (1 + M2 4ot 4 C§5>’1+5) .
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Moreover, using Equ. (B.5)

5 3
IR s

< CL2 ((|lvellog + lwollcg + lwellog) lwellgges + (el ges + wollgres ) lwelleg )
5 1 6
< CL2(1+9) (é*(stLn +CWOLPLENGE + (1 4+ M2)LTL,67,
F(cW CS’)’1”)L1+25L§+25)\5‘1u<3;116§)
6 7 1
X ((1 +M’35)L7Ln£715;{+2 + (Ce(l))l +Cé5)>2+5) L3+25L727’+26A6,U/§;/;1157%)
+ 12140 (Z"sLnDn + (0(1),5 + C(5),1+5) L””L?L”‘;)\H%é)
6 5 1
% ((1 +M35)L7Ln6;’;+2 + (W +O§5)’1+5)L1+2‘5L,21+25/\5u<g;115ﬁ)

6
5

1
comp,3,1+6 7 16425 76+45 y 145 53
< ¢ggomp L LT NT065 6, 0,

where we have set
ceomp31H0 = ¢ ((1 ++MZP + M, + CD! + C§5>71+‘5) (1 + M2+ 4 C§5>72+‘5)
+ (1 +CM° 4 C§5>>1+“) (1 + M2+ 4+ 055)*”5)) :
Finally we decompose
Rt = RO (0div e (w,) ) + RO ((w, - V4 )

= ZR%+1 ([(vz o (b;il) (div(ak o (;5;{1) + Mayg o ¢;1L1)) Ekeikk»m
k

+ (ag o ¢;}r1)Ek V(v 0 ¢;}L1)€i’\k'w} ° ¢n+1)-
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We then obtain by the stationary phase lemma, Lemma B.12, for r > r, +2 and ¢t < {p,

[Piswra(Fe
<crL’ Z A (lodle, (Lllallcr + Maxlle,) + Lijaxllc, vellcz)
k
+ A7 (Il (ve © ¢ty )div(ar o ¢t y)ller + All(ve o 1) (ar © dp 1) ller
+ll(ak 0 ¢ i1)Ex - V(veo ¢y ty)ler)
+ A7 (H(W °© ¢;41-1)di"(ak © ¢;41-1)||c;+5 + All(ve 0 ¢;41-1)(ak © ¢;41-1)||c;+5
+l(ar 0 6711 Br - V(ve 0 gty oy )
<crL’ Z A (lodle, (Lllalicr + Maklle,) + Lijaxllc, vellc:)
k
r—1
+ X7 [wello, L lakll grer + L oell g larller + > L vell gy L7 [lakll re1-s
j=1
r—1
X | Noele, L aklloy + Lllvellegllarlic, + > L llvell oy 7 llakll s
=1
r—1
+L|velcr L Naklloy + L vell oo lakllc, + > L7 vell g L [l | or—s
=1

T

+ A7 Hloele I llaxl gz + L7 oellgpsallarlios + D L vell og L7277 faxl gy +2-a
j=1

T

M| velle, L M larll grer + L vl g lakllo, + Y L Jvell g L7 lakll gp-s
j=1

T

+Lwellor L M allopsr + L7 Jvell gz larlle, + Y L7 oel g L7 lar]l gpens |
j=1
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which we estimate further by using Proposition 6.3

> 4
[R5 Mo

<D S LN (M, (CO 6k + WESE) + Vesi Dy )
k

" /\5‘TLT+1LZ+% (MUC£5),T+1M+1gr(;:rll)(v—l)(;é + D, 1M§n+152
r—1
+2Dn£17jcé5),r+1ﬁ‘ur+l J 7(;:‘1 3= 1)5n
j=1
A (MUC RRITSAU 183 + D0 ="Ve03
r—1 ) ) ) ) 11
+ Z DnélfjOé5),rfjlurfj§7(:+_1])(’7_ )57%
j=1
—|—DnC 5)77‘lu7‘§77;+ﬁ’1 1) 52 —|—D 0~ \/_52
r—1
S Dy
=1

1 1
I )fTLT“L:fL% (Mvcé5),r+zﬂr+2<7(:rl2)(v—l)&% + DnFTCél)’luc,Z;ll(Sﬁ

+ZDn£1—jCé5)ﬂ‘+2—]uT+2 J 7(;+2 Ny= 1)5n
j=1

+A (MUCCE5),T+1MT+1<7(17::r11)('7*1)5é + an_r\/ééé

T ) ) ) . 1
T Z D, ' 025),r+1fgur+1fggflcﬁlﬂ)('yfl)éﬁ
j=1

i DnCé5),r+1ur+1§7(L:L+11)(v—l)(grél I Dné—(rﬂ)ﬁ&%

+ZD 0~ ]C (5),r+1— ]‘ur-i-l j 7(L:L+11 (= 1)5;

< CL6E Y LLEN ]y} (M, (O 4 VE) + VE)
k

+ /\5*TILLT+1§(:L+11)(V_1)Lr+1L7Tl+%
n

x ((1 + M,)CO L ot g ) ((1 + M,)CO" + x/é) +CP 4 x/é)

+ A_T[LT+2 ’5114’12)(7 1)LT+2LT+2

x ((1 + M,)CPW T2 4 O 4 )\ ((1 + M,)CP T 4 \/5) +CHNrtL 4 x/é)

r4+2 _
< Cgomp,4,6Lr+6+2Ln 2 )\6 1 Z+1152

where we used D,,0~7 < p n(+171)7 and where

Cempdd e C(1+ M,) (Ve + OO 4 c712).
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Further

2 A
IR gaes

< CL**2 (|I(ve © dy)div(an © ¢ 14 )lles + Al (ve © b iy)(an © dr,11)llos
+(ak © ¢ 1) Bi - V(ve o b))

< 0¥ (19 (Jorlle, lawllozes + oelloglarlles ) + AL (leello. lawllcs + Neellosllaxlc..)

LI (||ak||o [vell g1+s + ||ak||c5||wl|01>>

7
< CI3t (LH‘;L;‘;H( M,CP 1+6,U1+6§(1++6 y—1) 52 + M -5CW: #<n+15 )

AL LE (M, CO 00T 00F + Myt Ves] )

+L1+5L2 (\/_6 D Vi 6+Cl)6u5<5(’)’ 1)6 2D ))
< CL4+35L3+5 (Mvcé‘f’)’”‘;u”‘;c,(lf‘s (v=1) 53 + M, t=C: /L<n+152

—i-)\(MUC(l SR ) N1 )

/@3 Dl + OO0 S0 52 )

I4s
< Cgomp,4,1+5L4+35L%+ ()\ /‘<n+1 +)\N5CS(J:1 1))5n

where
geomp 146 . (M'u (055),1% + oWl 4 \@) e+ C(gl),é) '
Thus for the total compressibility error, we conclude

° 6
IRy P lee,, ¢ < CL+ M) LT Ly, o0

2,6 712465 1 2(r+8)+3 y 51 2y—2
+ Ceomp.20 [ 12468 [ 203 y5o1 ) 2y-25%

comp,3,8 7 2+68 7 5+25 O 5
+Co LHHOS5+20\052 65

i i +5\6— —1:%
Cgomp,4,5 r+464+2 :7, 5 )\5 1M§7Z+1167%
r+5)+2 )\55 55

< C (1 + Mgé + Cgomp,2,6 + Cgomp,3,6 + Cgomp,4,6) L12+66L 2( o

as well as

6
RZT?HCQLQ <SCA+MP)L Lyds, 0%

[
L C (C DL 4 0248 1 o(®), 1+5) L8+56L 5 +25>\5M 72111257%

Ccomp,3,1+6L16+25L6+45)\1+55§ 53
1

comp,4,1+0 74430 T+6 45 5§ 6(y=1)\s32
+Cq L Ly " (An n+1 + A< )5

< C (1 + M25 + Ccomp 2,14+45 + Ccomp 3,1+ + Ccomp 4, 1+5) L8+55L 2 +45}\1+55§ 5§+2' |

8.10 Dissipative error
We will employ similar arguments as [12, 15]. The trick

Throughout this proof, let ¢ € [0,tz].
both of which are Fourier

here consists in applying commutativity of the operators R and (—A)%,
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multipliers, bijectivity of ¢,+1 as well as interpolation to get

IRoas (23,4 w0n11) oo = IR {(=8)* [wns1 0 97111} © b lloo
< CIRA{(—=A)*[wns1 0 dpiq]} © ntllcsre

Lemma B.8
CL|[(=A) {R[wps1 © ¢y i1]} llcore

Theorem A.1
< CL6/2 [R(wn-l-l o ¢7:-}-1)} 20468

< OL°2||R(wnt1 0 6 i)l o™ P IDR(wnrr © 6301755+

_ /2 1-2a—§ -1 7 (2a+6
=CL / ”R¢n+1wn+1”00 ¢ HD [R¢n+1wn+1 O(bn—i-l} Hcoft) .
To calculate the first term, we need to calculate the three perturbative terms.

Lemma 8.4. Fort € [0,t1], we have
IRorsrtwnsllco < CLT+25LZ+3/2+6 (1 4 051),0 I Cé5),r I Cg(5),r+6) €1+d(1/p—1)—2552/+52'

Proof. Recall that

Wo = Z T <Z(ak o ¢n41r1)E’fei/\k'> ° Ppy1 =: (Z akEkei/\k) © Pnt1
k

keA k

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

IRoncswolleg < ClIRg, awollg < CLP S (W jarllog + A llagley + A~ larllogs )
k

< L)L Z (HakHcg + )\7(’”71)”@1@”(); + )\7(T+571)||ak||cg+a)
k

y—1 r—1
_ S
< Lr+25L:1+3/2+65711/2>\6—1 (C«él),o + 055),7«#9»{“1 <N n+l>

A
y—1 r+6—1
_ HS,
+ Oé5)m+6‘u§g+11 < 7)1\—1—1 > ) '

A (i) <
r+1
A () <

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

Note that

< r+28 T r+3/2+851/2y6—1 (1),0 (5),r (5),r+48
”R¢7n+1w0”03 <CL Ln 5n A Ce + Oe + Oe :
In a similar way we find that

||R¢n+1wf||cg = ||R¢n+1Q¢"“wollcg < OLT”‘SLIL”/QH&/Q)\J” (Oél)’o + 055),7« 4 Cé5)m+6) '
The remaining corrector term is handled differently. Recall that

wi = —Q¢n’l}n * Xe = _Q¢nvn * Xgu
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where Q is I — P. Recall further the following estimate from [23, Equ. (4.13)]:
19s0nllezy, oz < OO+ MP)LT L0, (8.5)
Following [23], we find

1 1 Equ. (B.3) 5446 o
[Rénwellco < ClRg,awelles < CLPT(Qg, vn * Xyl po-1_

def.
lof. v 5+45

¥/
/0 /11‘ (Qs,vn) (x =y, t — s)x¢(y, s)dyds

B, so
emma B.13 5+465 g ! Lo 0 t Bp oo
Cl é” (ZSL/U'"‘”CS‘[ x ||X ||C§ L

Equ. (8.5)
< O+ MPYULPL SN o, oot

Here, p = p(d) € (1,00) is a number very close to 1 to be determined in Section 7, and X9 denotes the
(spatially) mean-free part of x4, and we have the following estimate for its Besov norm:

IX®l paocr = 174X (€ e, €718) | oo = €7

N )~ f X0y

256—1
Bp,co

Lcmm<a B.14 [_1[d/p_d_(26_1)||X||32571 < Cﬂd(l/p—l)—ms-
= p,00 T

Therefore,
IR, rwilles < CLA+ ML L5/ 5 0140 /pmD =20,
Putting it together we find

||R¢n+1wn+1 ||C£

< QLT T3/24051/2)\5-1 (Cél),o + OB 4 Céf)),r-i-é) Lo+ M36)L12+45Ln52f2€l+d(1/p—l)—25
< CLTBLIES (14 M2 4 OO0 4 O 4 Ot ) /o) =20 G008 O
Now we need to consider the term
D[R, s1wnt1 © brpa] lleo = IDIR(wat1 © drir)]lloo-
Lemma 8.5. For any j € {1,2,3}, t € [0,t.],
10;R(wns1 0 dir)lloe < C(L4 MY + O 4 O 4 OO LI LI/EH061/2)0, (8.6)

Proof. We have

10;R(wn+1 0 $ni)llce = 10 (R s Wit © 6111) llc

Z O (RgpsyWns1) - O (¢;Jlr1,j)
]

g
< CL| Ry, Wnt1 | r+s

Equ. (B.5)
< O ||lwpialles

Lemma 6.7
<

CL2+2‘5L1+25L2/2+5)\55}/2 (1 + M35 + 051),5 + 051),1 + C§5)’1+‘5) s
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Proof of Proposition 6.18. We apply the two previous lemmas to find

§ é 5
1R (=208, wa11) oo < CL2Ry, 041|552 ID (R 0 bk ] 1257

Lemmas 8.4, 8.5
<

CL5/2

: (LT+25L;+3/2+6 (1 M2 4 cD0 L B OéS),r-i—é) JL+d(1/p=1) 2552f2)1‘2“‘5

) (L3+45L?/2+55}/2/\5(1 +MU25 4 Oél),é 4 Oél),l I 055)’”5)

r r —1)— —20— o 6/5(1—2a—3
<CL +1+35Ln+3/2+5€(1+d(1/p 1)—268)(1-20—8) 3 8(2 +5)5n42( )

)2o¢+5

: (1 +MP 4O+ CPI 4 C§5>>’“+5) e (1 + M2+ CH 4 e 4 O§5)11+5)2a+6 :

Now let us turn to the C*-norm. We estimate, for i € {1,2, 3},

10:R 01 (<—A>zn+lwn+l) e = (161 {RI=A) (wns1 0 1)) © Bns1 Hl g

Z O;R[( “(Wng1 0 ¢n+1)] 0 Pt 0l

of!
<OLZ 10;R(=A)* (w41 0 ¢;i1)||cg

_C'LZH )*0; R(Wn41 0 ¢ ty) ||c°

Theorem A.1
< CLY [0jR(wni10¢,11)]2ats

J

a+d %
CL Y [105R(wnt1 0 bty g ** 1 DO R (w1 0 67112067

J

interpolation

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,

[0:0;R(wn+1 0 ¢;1r1)|\cg = [|0:0; [(Rop i1 wnt1) © by 14 ] Hcg

=10 Z 2 (R¢n+1wn+1) © ¢;—i1-1 ’ al¢;}r1,j
l

e

= D2 h0(Ro, s wnr1) 0 bty - Oty i 06t s+ D 0(Ro wns1) 0 bty - 0ididy 1y
l

k,l el

<|cr? Z [0kO R g, Wn+1l[co + Z CL|[ORg, .1 wn+1llco
k,l

< CL2||R¢n+1wn+1 ||C§+5'
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Now, an application of Equ. (B.5) yields
10.0,R(ns1 0 7)o
S CL5+25||wn+1 ||C;+6

Lemma 6.7

CL5+25L3+25L771/2+55711/2>\1+25 (1 4 M35 4 Oél),l T (025),2)5(0651),1)175 4 Cé5),2+5)
< CL8+45LT71/2+65711/2)\1+25 (1 + Mga + 051),1 + (055),2)5(051),1)1—5 + C§5)>2+5> '

The above estimates are then combined to give

« — —(2a+46 — o
10: R, (—2)%, , wni1llce < CL[10R(wni1 0 6ty go TV DO R (wn g1 0 bty )|[20T°
J

<CL (L3+45L751/2+56711/2)\5)1—2(1—5 (1 +MP 4 oM oML g 055)71+5)1—2a—6
: (L8+45L,71/2+65}1/2)\1+5) 2a-+6 (1 + M2 4+ O 4 (CBI2)(CM1)1=8 025)12+5)2a+6
< CL9+46L,71/2+65}/2)\2<1+36 (1 + Mgé + +C§1)>5 + 021),1 i Céf,)yl”)lfzafg

-(1+M35++C§1)71+(055)72)5(051)71)1_5+C§5)>2+5>2a+5.

8.11 Estimating the divergence
Proof of Proposition 6.19. We proceed as in [23, Section 4.6] and decompose
divg, ;1 Vnt1 = dive, Ve — (divd,n“vn) * X
+ (divd,n“vn) * xe — (dive, vn) * Xe
+ (div¢n+1 Q¢nvn) % xe — dive, ((Qg,vn) * X¢)
+ divg, ((Qg,vn) * xe) — dive, , (Lo, vn) * Xe) -

The first and third line are easily estimated using mollification estimates: applying [23, Lemma 4.4]
and Equ. (B.2), we find®

[dive, ,ve = (dive,,,va) * Xellow,, 0o < CL?|Jonllo.,, 0107 < CL?Ly,Dyl?,
[ (divg, Qo vn) * xe — divg, ((Qs,vn) * Xe) o<, . < CL?|Qg,vnlle.,, o1l
< CL4+26||U"||CS£LCé+5[Y
< CL**2 L, DL,
The second line is estimated using [23, Lemma 4.7] and Lemma B.13 and Equ. (6.18)
| (divg,,,vn) * xe — (divg, vn) * X‘ZHCgeLB;l,m < CLBHUnHngLC;‘ (n+1)s)
<CO(M, + M} L3L,D?.
Finally, the fourth line follows in a similar way to give
Idivs, ((Qo,v0) % Xe) — dive, . (Qova) * X0) o, por
< CL3|[(Qp,vn) * Xilloe,, cr(n+ 1))

<O+ M2)LOL, 6% (n + 1)s) .

3Note that for n = 0, v, = 0, and for n > 0, we know that v, = vp_1 * X¢ + Wo,n—1 + We,n—1, and we can apply

mollification estimates for the first tel:sm and our estimates for the C;Jré norms for the second and third term to get the
. 142
estimate ||vn||C§tLC;:+6 < CLnDy™*°.
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Combining the four estimates yields the desired result. O

8.12 Estimating the pressure
Proof of Proposition 6.20. We have

lgn+1 — anllec, o < llant1 — @elloc,, e, +llae — anllce,, c.
< C(Lpébdy + Lpbpny1) +LL, Dy
<CQ+n+e)L,d, = M;L,,.

Furthermore, using
10:wo*lloc,, r < Cllwolloe,, e, 10wollo.,, ¢, < CVeC e LAFNLINT5, |
we obtain for ¢ < tg,

lgn+1 — Qn||ct1,z < lgn+1 — qg||ct1,x + llge — qn||ct1,z
< C (Ilwolliczc, + lwoPle.cs + 17llcy,) +llae = anlle,
<cC (CeatwoL3(1+6)Li\/g/\1+55n
+L2(1+6)L§l+26\/§(cél),5 + (055),2)5(021),1)175))\1+55n +Lnn6n+1£71) +L,D,

<L+ s (\/g (Ceatwo L oW (055)’2)5(051)’1)1_5) fn+ 1) AL,

8.13 Estimating the kinetic energy
Proof of Proposition 6.21. Recall that in this section L = 1. We first observe that

()1~ 8ny1) - / e ()

+3

< \ [ Genal? = ol = aaf?) 210
'JI‘S

/ ﬁl(tv'r)dx
T3

+ / tr(Uy (L, x))eMFonr(t:2) gy
T

1<[K|<2X0

Let us start with the first term. Using

|vn+1|2 — |’Ug|2 — |wo|2 = |wc|2 + 2vg - Wy + 2vp - We + 2w, - We,

we find

< lwello(llwello + 2l[wollo) + 2 ‘/ vg - wod
T3

vy - wedx
‘]1‘3

6 1
L+ M20)57 o+ C(CME 4 OO N 152

‘/TS (Jvns1]? = [ve? = [wo|?) (¢, z)da

+2

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

—~

|wellec,c, < C

Equ.

IN~

e (1 M2 4+ CO1 4 CO1+0) XL,
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Now, using Equ. (B.6) we find

/ Vg - Wodx
T3

<SONT'Y [oe-ardi < CATHY luellolar]y + [vdilaxllo

< OX (M,COM s 1842 + D Ve) 632

y—1 D 1
< (1)71 o MgnJrl -_-n 2
< C (M,C + Ve) < L

Equ. (6.5), (6.10)
< C (MUCS)J + \/E) 585,63

We use the Cauchy—-Schwarz inequality to find

/ v - wedw
T3

‘/Tg (Jong1]* = |ve* = [wo?) (¢, z)dz

<C(1+MZ+CM + C§5)>1+5) A255,

6
< CVlluellozc. < CVE (1+MZ +CDT 4 COMH) Nigh

Hence

+C (14 M2 4+ CO 4 COMH) c0)25, 57

+ C(M, OO +V/3)58 03
rovVeE (1 + M2 o C§5>71+‘5) A3,

<C ((1 + M2 4oy C§5>71+5)2 + M,CO 4 \/E) A5,
Next, the second term can be estimated by

/ ﬁf(ta I)d.I
T3

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

9
3 <.
To

=1 Equ. (6.10)
— HSp, q 6/5
< OVeC(M=Ets, s Cvea: 15956,

/ tr(Ug(t, z))eM-ont1(to) gy
T

1< k| <220

Thus, in total we find

e(B)(1— brgn) — / e ()

2 6 9
<C ((1 + M2 4 oMt 4 C§5>71+‘5) + M,C)t V(1 + cgm)) /\2‘565’+2 + T—nénﬂ. O
0

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)
r 5o o1 i
Czra,oLrJrzéLi( +6)+3 /\5u 152 4 Ost,OLT+2§+lLi(T+§)+5>\(5 1#< +15
< (C;ra,o + Cgsc,O) LT+26+1Li(T+6)+5)\66711/262{,r52.
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This yields immediately that

||Rtra||CSkch + ||ROSC||CgfLCD + ||Rcomp||C<tLCD + ||Rdiss||C<eLC0

x

(Ctra,O Cosc,O Cvcomp7 Cdlss O) Lr+26+1L2(r+5 +5)\551/252f2

R,0 2041 7 2(r+6)+5468 §1/2 56/5
C 20+ L2 (r+8)+5y (5 / 5n+2
Now we analyse Rmoll We immediately see that, by definition

0Dy = EE0ls <26

The other term is much less small:
v€(0,1/2)
(D)’ = (0 D,)’ < (m&jﬁg) < 252548,

Finally, for RoW  we see that, using v € (7«,) hence :Y’—/ > 1, as well as 8 = g,

14’

, 4/3 \ 38 7.
w7 ’Y*)ﬁi def. 1 5n+3 < 64/3'ﬁ3* < 64/3 'y€(0<1/2) 54/3 2735 _ 625 4/3
C n+1 — Yn+3 — n+3 - Yn43 -

This implies

|Iéﬂow|lC§¢LCg + ”émOHHCS¢L02 < (Cgow,O + O;noll,O) Lr+2+5L;+7/2€—6—2a(n + 1)5781433,8

< Cf,OLT+2+5LZ+7/2£—6—2a (n+ 1)5%3?;6'

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

Now let us turn to estimating the constant %0 itself.
We recall

CM =0 (Vear et +vae),

CW0 .~ ¢ n(l+ V@) + [elen v (142 (14 ﬂ(1+\/5+77_1|€|01) ,
NG e e
r—1
C5)T, C\/_ 1_|_770(T +UQZC T‘J) ,
Jj=1

Cés)’r — Cgs(l),r + 055(2),7“ + Cgs(B),r,

co-r (77(1 +VE) + le|en N Ceasﬁm) (1 n nCér)) ,

NG

co- 2>T—c\f(1+ncy>) <<1+ Ta+ve+n |e|cl)) g+c§s”>,
r—1

C 3),r _ O\/_ 1_'_770(57") +n220§j)0§7“*j)
j=1

uv/pr _ 1 (r) z )
Ce O\/E (1 +CI (1 +VeE) +lelo )) :
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as well as

Osyr __
Ce =

r—1 r—1
Cg <1+(1+77)C R RN Le i) 41 (1+\/5+n‘1|e|01) <(1+n)C D) cWelr >>>

i=1 i=1
and we recall that M, = C (1+n+ €). 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 (\/—+e2+\/ée )—O\/é<1+\/%—g+é)SO\/E<1+2>—O\/€1:§-

and

CT)<01+€<

e

1o | o

Further using n < Cl+\f we obtain

v (g B a1 8 20 (44 2.1+ i)
SC\/E<1+MT“).

Next, due to the above representation of C’éT) we conclude

COM < Oz <1+n$ @TMQ (HE)Q
<Cve <1 " 11++j€ <Z>H - <11++j€) <§>_2>

<COVE <1 + fj\fé (g)r_l +(+o) (9_2) .

Furthermore, we estimate

s _ _ \ 1-5
CE)1+s (055),2) (Cél),l) <CVe (1 T l+ee L a +e)f) (1 +Q)
e e €

1+e e
<ove—/S(14+e+ ———
<Cove e <+6+1+\/E)’

and thus

(025)72)5 (ﬁO§1)=1)1_5 - C\/§2_61 +e (1 fed 15\/@) '

Next,

i o oM (1, 1+e e\ 3 < ovslte §T1 le|on
Ce _O\/§<+ e (e + le|ler) —C‘/E1+\/é P + e )

80



Now, in a similar way, for r > 2, using (1 + \/5)2 > 1+ e, we may estimate

_ S\ T g\ 2 e\
oot < ¢l <1 I (E) o (1—1%) (E>
. z e e €

N ((mﬂ? (£) +n(

cofseer ) () ()

whereas for r = 1

Cf&rvlgcg (1+<1+n+|d701) CS)) gcg (1+ (1+n+71)—

SO(1+M_CI) ﬂ

€ €

Thus, we conclude for r > 2

0.(1),r < le|cn _ 1+e (e’ le|cn
C¢ _C(\/§+ Ve +\/E1+\/é <) = 1+

as well as

<c\/é(1+|elcl)(1+ 1+e>25

- e 1++e/) ¢

055<2>1§O\/§<1+Ie|01)<1+ Hé)”é
e 1+ve) e

and forr =1
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The previous calculations are then combined to yield (for r > 2)

CéS),r _ Cgs(l),r + 0685(2),7" + 0685(3),7“

and

(8),1 8. (1),1 9:(2),1 9. (3),1 = lefct 1+¢\°1+e
Cc®1 .= oW1 L 021 L 0B < Cove 1+ 1+ - .
e 1+ Ve e

)(1+ l+e >2l+e
1++e e’

We are now in a position to estimate Cf’o. Note that by definition, using the monotonicity of the

Thus

B0 = (058),1)5 (054)@)1*5 < OVE (1 n |e|ecl

constants CY)" for 7 > 5, we find
OIQ?,,O
<C (1 +ve+ D oMr+s 4, (Ce(l)vl + B4 Oé5)m+6+l) FOWO 4 0B 4 O®)r+s
+VECW 4 oMt oM+ IS A M2 4 M, + MAP 4 M2
FM2 4 o0 L oS 4 oML 4 OB)r+s | eomp 2,6 (eomp3,6 4 Cgomp,él,(;)
monotonicity
<O (1M M M+ VE (14 0D

+ Cél),() + Cél),(; + Cél),l + 0(54),0 + Cé5),’l“+3 4 Cé$),’l“+2
+ (14 M% + M, + C 4 0O (1 4 M2+ M, + CL 4 ¢ +2)

Note that, by considering the two cases n < 1, 7 > 1, one finds that

CO 4 M8 4 ol <9 (CS%O + C§1>’1) .
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Using this and the above estimates, we find

Cé,O
<C <1+M3ﬁ+M552“+Mq+\/é<1+\/§

_ _\ (r+3)-1 _

1+e e e

ell - 1+e)| -
+\/E< +1+\/§(§) i +6)(§
2

+\/§<1+\/§+|€|Tcl> <1+é+11++\2>

1 14+e
+(1+M35+Mv+\/5 RENE che 1

1 1
:g) +\/§—+§+\/§<1+ |e|cl>

L+~ —
[a—
o | 4+
o
N~~~ ©
7N\
[
~~_
(V]
<>
+
K

€

+
_ _ _\ (r+2)—-1 _\ (r+2)—2
1 1
N R VE N VAL V- S +(1+e) (=
e 1++e \e e

S <1—|—é>2 <§>27’+3
€ €
C<1+M1—3+M1—5—2a+\/2<1+\/é+ @) (1+e+ Lre )2<1+6>2
v v =2 e 1+\/§

. _
+<1+M36+Mv+\/§ +§+\/é<1+é+ c )
1+ e

N——

€

: (1+M§“+MU+\/§)>.
Proof of Lemma 7.2. Plugging in the expressions for all constants and simplifying a bit, we find

Cefm <C (1 L OO 4L o)y (1 M, + O 4 C§5)’1+5> M, + CW0 4 0®):8

FVECO 1 (0m2)” (vaema)
+ 0+ M+ MO M+ O
+ Mgé + Ogomp,2,1+5 + Ogomp,B,lJré + Ogomp,4,1+5

+ (1 + MUQJ + Cél),é + 051),1 i 055)71“)172&75
(14 M O 4 ePIH O§5>,2+5)2a+6) .

Now we recall that
Cé:omp,Q,lJrJ —C (Cél),l + Cé5),2+5 + Cés),ua) ,

Ceomp3.148 _ ¢ ((1 M, + M2 DLy CS’)’H‘;) (1 + M2 oMLy 055)’2”)
- (1 +CMP C§5>71+5) (1 +MP + O+ 055)*”5)) ,

Cé:omp,4,l+5 —C (M'u (025).,1% + Cél),l + \/E) e+ Cél),é) 7

and we denote s s
M1+ = (C§5)’2) (Cél)J) '
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We will simplify these constants further. Using the monotonicity of Cé5)m, we find
Ofc,l —C (1 F B0 L 0@ (1 + M, + W Cé5),1+6) M, + CW0 4 ¢®:8
+VeCtH:! ¢ (CCE?)’?)S (\/ECS“) Ty n+ M4 M2 4 My, + CD9
+ M25 + Ccomp,2,1+5 + Ccomp,3,1+6 + Ccomp,4,1+6

+ (14 MZ + DT+ OO 4+ O+ e
(14 MP O 4 @1 C§5>’2”)2a+6>
<C (1 +C®0 4 CH 4 (1 + M, + O + 055)*”5) M, + C®0 4 0®-

5 1-5
+VECW (0(57),2) (\/Ecél),l) oy MIP M2 o oD 4 2
+ Cél),l + 055),24-5 + OéS),l-H;
+ (1 + M, + M? + CcD! 4 055)*”5) (1 + M2+ ct 4 055)*“5)
+ (146074 COM) (14 ME 4 0O 4 1)
+M, (055),1-%6 oMl \/é) i \/é) _

This implies

CR1 < O (14000 + I8 4 B0+ O 1 oo + (c§7>»2)‘S (Veco) o

0+ My7P 4 MO 4 My + OV 4 O 0210 4 ofB) e
n (1 T Ok Cés),1+5> (1 e/ ORI C§5)’2+‘5)

I (1 F oWy Cé5),1+6) (1 F oWty O§5)’1+5)
+Ve+ M2 (1 + M2 4+ O 4 0(55)’2*5)
+ My (14 M2 4+ M, + COF 4 €1 4 G110 4 C0):249)
<C <1 +Ve+ 1+ Ve et + c0 4 (055%2)5 (\/5051%1)1_5 +n+ M,

+ C®HO L £y L2

n (1 T Ok Cés),1+5> (1 oWty C§5)’2+‘5)
I (1 F oWy C@(5),1+6) (1 F oWty O§5)’1+5)
+ M2 (1 + MY+ P 4 CS”)

+M, (14 CO 4 M2 4 M, + 2]

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+‘5§C§5)’3§C\/2§ (1+e+ e _1+e>7
¢ 1+ve e
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which leads us to
1+e

max (055),14-67055),2-%5) < Ve

Collecting the above estimates, we find

_s51 e
G +e(1+e

C§71§C(1+(1+\/E)\/51+§+\/E(1+|6|Cl>+\f
e € €

+\/:§ (1+é+ﬁlzé>+\/’<1+f+| lov ) <1+é+
1+

+<\/—1+e \/_1+€<1+é+1+\/ge
(P P (e ) (e

1+
+(M35+Mv)(1+\f+M25+M + Ve e+f—(1+e+
51

§0(1+e+\/é+(1+\/g)\/g%+\/g<1+ldTw)+\/gz 5

|

+\FZ (1+e+1+é\/él+e>+f(1+f+| o ) (1+e+1+\/é

N\ 2 — N\ 2
1 1
+é< +e> <1+é+ te S) + M 4 g0
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>) + M7+ My

e
é+e<1

+

1
1+

+
5

Q]
N——

1++e

20

1++e

te (1—|—e
e




which we simplify further to get

citt<of1eve(ie verlde) (1h (1o LEC T (V) L peseea
°T e 1++e e e v

1+e e - 1+e 1+ée e
+MIP Ve +6<1+é+ re f) <1+\/§+\/§1 "1 Ve +6<1+é+ +€E>>
¢ +Ve e Vee

[y

<O<1+f(1+\f+| |C>(1+é+11++\;g) <1—;—e>2(2) Mo

+ ¢ l+4e
+(M36+M)(1+\/—+M25+M+\/_ e+f_<1+é+ c 6>
1+ ¢
3

+f1+e(1+ +11++jée) (1+\[+\f f1+e(1+e+ 1+6_2)>

1 € e 1+eé
+(M2° + M,) (1+\/E+M35+Mv+\/é te ., jze <1+6+L_ +€>
e e 1++E e

cofrii(ievee H) (oo 25) (1) () oo
e e [ )
)

_l’_

l+e e 1l+e

+(M35+MU)(1+W+M25+M +Ve— \F_<1+g+ _ >
e 1++e e

|<'o|m

and finally

1 1+e\? lelcr _ 1+e -8 59
chl < 1+\/—+ 1+e—|—1+\/2 +M;7P 4+ M,
€ €
1

|m|<’o|

€

+\/_<+é 11+\6f§><1+f+\f +f< et

1
1+e

+(M + M) <1+M35+Mu+x/€+\/é(1+é+ \6[)
e

Proof of Lemma 7.3. We now turn to the constant for the velocity:
cvl.=C (1 + M2 oD oS Cés),2+5)

<O(1+M25+\/— +\f1+6<1+e+ §)>
1++ee

1 1
<C +ee<1+M25+\/—<1+e+ +e_>).
e e 1++/e

Proof of Lemma 7.4. Recall that
Cal = € (VE (2o 4 €9 4 ¢OMT) 4y p 1),
Corve = € (Clrmst £ O 4 OO 4+ MO + V),
gtrans,l . o (053),0 INGIOR (021),1 + C§5)’1+5) M, +CD0 4 C§8)>5) '
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Using the estimates we have obtained thus far, we find

ans 1 1 1 > _
02“"“5’1§0<x/5+\/§ :Q+(\/é :Q+\/§ :e<1+e+ c

+¢;(1 '6'01>+f( ||01)<

+
145
<Cve +€<1+é+ )<1+M +<
which gives

(&
Oatwo<c(f1+e<1+é+ 1+e><1+M+< |e|cl)<1+ 1—|—e)>
[ 1++e e

\_/\/H
o
H\—/\/

1++e
— 2 _
1 1 1
+\/E(1+|elcl) 1+ +e_) MVt 4 Ve
€ 1+e e e

,1+é _ 1+é |€|Cl 1—‘,—é
<C l+e+ 1+M,+ 1+ 1+ :
N ‘ e ( ¢ 1+\/§)( ( e 1++/e

and therefore

03’1§0(1+é<1+e+ 1+€)<1+M +<1+|e|cl)<1+ 1+€)>)1+6,
1+e e

1++e e

Proof of Lemma 7.5. We estimate

R1 w1 gl
maX(C8 ,C9h O )

Lre\t ey’ lelo 1+e )\ 5
SC( ) (—) max 1—|—\/§(1—|—\/§+—> (1+é+ + Ml-o-2e
€ € e

= 1+ e N
l+ee 1-6 1+eé
Ml B 1 & 1 p (146
+f( +e+1+\/g§)< +Ve +\/E( +e+71+\/§))
e
+(M36+MU)(1+M35+Mv+\/5(1+e+ +e)>,

e
1+M§5+\/§<1+é+ te >

el (e (2 (o 228)
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which we further simplify via

max (cf»l, ovl, cgvl)

cofLte 2re\’ i1 ges e (1. 1xe 2+M1—5—2a
< c p max € Ve —Q € e I

1
+ M 5+f<1+e+ H}Z) <1+\/51_5+\/§<1+é+11+7+\2))

+<M3‘5+Mv>(1+M35+Mv”5(”” He))
1+e(1+6+ 11++j§> (Mv+ (1+ |e|_01) (H 1++j€)>}
() ()

_ 2
e 1+e —5— _
{ 1+ (e++ve) 1+ e+ |C><1+é+ > M N

@

1++e
+f(1+e+11++\efe><1+f +\/5<1+M”+é+11++\;5>)
+ (M2 + M,) (1+M25+M +\f<1+6+11++\jé>}

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

~ 1 1+e 2
A, ::C{1+(e+x/é) (1+\/§+ &) (1+e+ i) + M2 Ml P

e 14+ e
14+¢e e 1+e
+\f<1+e+ )< 1++ve +\/_<1+M +e+ >>
1+Vee 1+ e
1
+(1+M§“+MU1“+Mv+\/§)<1+M25+M +\/—<1+e+1++\j_>}.
e

™|

Then we set A := A, (1; )2(

)3. O

A An estimate for the fractional Laplacian

1o [

Recall that by C? we denote the classical Holder spaces, whereas by C# we denote the Hélder-Zygmund
spaces. The following theorem provides estimates for the fractional Laplacian in C?.

Theorem A.1 (Interaction with Holder spaces, Theorem B.1 of [42], Thm. 1.4 of [41]). Let a,d > 0
and B > 0 such that 2a+ B+ < 1, and let f: T3> — R3. If f € C2BH9 then (—A)*f € CP.
Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(§) > 0 such that

[(=28)*flles < Clfl2atpts- (A1)

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 o <
0< B and a+ 3> 0. Let p1,p2,p,q € [1,00] such that

1 1 1
=4 =
p P11 P2
Then the mapping
(fr9)—=f-g
between continuous functions extends to a bilinear map from By . x 352 q to By, te.
£ -allzg, < Cllflzs, , loll sz,

Lemma B.2 ([4], Prop. 2.78). Let m € R and h be a Fourier multiplier of class S™. Define
h(D)u := F~'[hFu], where F denotes the Fourier transform and F~1 the inverse Fourier transform.
Then, for every s € R, 1 < p,r < oo, h(D) is continuous from By . — By ™.

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(§) = |£]|¢ in

£=0.

Lemma B.3 (Continuity of the fractional Laplacian). Let s € R and p,r € [1,00]|. Then the fractional
Laplacian is a continuous operator

«, S s—2a
(=A)*: By . — By .

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

Vi>—1: 276720 A(=A) % r < C2%||Ajul| Lo
First, consider j = —1. Let # € C°(R?) such that 0 < # <1 and § = 1 on supp x. Note that
« an « ~\V (e — a
A1 (=A)u= (x| - @) = (|- P*O)xa) " = (|- **0)(D)(A—ru) = FH(| - [**0) * (A_yu).

Note that since supp § C Bg(0), for some R > 1,

( |2a9 Z |k|2a9 zkm _ Z |k|2a9 zkm

kezd |k|<R
and hence

IFH-1P0) e < ITY) Y7 [RP6(K) < TR < T¢I R < oo
k<R

Now, by Young’s convolution inequality, we find
A1 (=) ullpe < [F7H - PO [A-1u] e < C(A)|A-1u] Lo,
and we find that
2VEINA (= A) ul e < 20D°22C(d)|Arullre < 20(d)2TD*| A vu s
Now consider j > 0. Similarly as before, we have, with f(£) = |£]2%,

Aj(—=A)*u = (@] - [**0)" = f(D)Au.
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Since the function f(D) (recalling the notation for Fourier multipliers from Lemma B.2) is applied to
the function Aju which has Fourier support in an annulus 2/C, 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 = 2a. We have

9i f(€) =202
O0i f(£) = —4a(1 — ) [€2* &k + 2alE[***0r s,

etc. This implies that

10 £(€)] < 202072 (€2) 2 < 200¢2>2¢] = 20]¢* 7,
10k0: £(€)] < da(1 — @)[€[2H¢]? + 2a[¢2272 = (4a(1 — o) + 2a)[¢]>*~2.

Continuing inductively, we see that for any 8 € Ng,
1871 (€)] < Cplgf>e~ 1AL,
Furthermore, f € C°°(R%\{0}). Then by [4, Lemma 2.2, we get that
2672 Ay (= A) ull e = 2672 (D) Ajul e < CPCT2022 | Aju] Lo = 27| Ajul| Lo,
which completes the proof. O

Lemma B.4 (Increasing the s-index). Let s’ > s, p,r € [1,00|. Then there is a constant C = C(|s'—s|)
such that
lullsy, < Cllullpy, - (B.1)

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

[ulls; | Z 27 Al = Y 22T Al

j=-1 j=—1

=27 2Ol 32 2 Al
Jj= <1

oo
< 27112 Al + 30 277 | Agullyy
j=0

< (max(2*= 1) [ D7 207 Ajully,

j=—1

oo
=2l (37 2 Aulg,

j=—1

_ !
= lullsy, <2 ullgy

which proves the claim with C = 2ls—s'l. O

Lemma B.5 (Increasing the g-index). Let p,qo,q1 € [1,00], s €R, ¢ > 0 and qo < q1. Then we have
the continuous embedding

s+e S
BP#ZI = BP 90’

i.e. there is a constant C' = C. g, 4, such that HUHB;E,% < C”“”B;ﬁqj'
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Proof. First, let g1 < co. Then

1/qo0 1/qo0
def = 1 = g j(s+¢)
HUHB;% =~ Z 27500 || A jul| %, — Z 9det0 2i(s+)a0 || A ]|,
j>—1 j=>—1
B h0-%
Hold fe's) ) a 1 0 fe's) ) 0 1
L SR PN e S g it
j>—1 Jj=>-1
1 41—40
00 q1 00 qa0491
= | X 2y || 3 2
j>—1 j>—1
= Ce q0,01 HUHB;E'
Now, let g1 = oo. Then
1/qo0 1/qo0
def = 1 = i j(s+€)
lullgs, = | D 2@ Asulf = | Y 27isw 2ilHedw) Ay P,
j>—1 j=>—1
o % 1/%
< Z 9—Jeqo (sup2j(s+€)q°|Aju|Lp>
j>—1 J
50 1/Q0
= ) 277w llull gt = Ceyqo llull e - O
j>—1

Lemma B.6 (Increasing the p-index). Let pg,p1,q € [1,00], s € R such that pg < p1. Then there is
a constant C' = Cyp, p, such that

lullsg, , < Cllullsg, ,»

ro,9q

i.e. we have the continuous embedding B , — B3

p1,9 Po,q-
Proof. First let p; < oco. Then we have
1/q
def j
HUHB;S?o,q = Z 2JSqH1 ’ Aj“’“%ﬁ)
j=>-1
Holder oo (1=22) PR
. 0 P1 p1 po Pl
< Z 2754 (/ 1d:17> (/ |Aju|P vo dx)
j>—1
4 (120 PR
. Po P1 P1 Po P1
= Z 2754 (/ 1d:v> (/ |Aju P 7o dw)
j>—1 kN kN
1/q
P1—PQ .
= T3 7om {3 279 Agul| ., = Cpo.p |ull, -
Jj=>-1
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Now let p; = co. Then we find that

1/q
def 1
lullzy, , = D2 2L Agullg,
j=>-1
q 1a
Holder . PO
< e (fade)” gasul-
j=—1
1/q
1 .
— T [ S 2 Aule | = Crpllullss - =
j=>—1

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 < p; < ps < oo and 1 < ¢1 <
q2 < 0. Then, for any s € R, we have the continuous embedding

sfd(ifi)
s Pl P2
BPl#h - B;D27Q2

Bs

el

.
1 P2

) < COlful

P2,92
where C' is independent of s,p; and q;, i = 1, 2.

Lemma B.8 (Lemma C.1 of [23]). Let ¢ = ¢, n € N. For any 6 € [0,1) and r € N, r < k there
exists a constant C' = C(6,r) such that the following holds almost surely for every L € N, L > 1. For
every f on (—oo,tr] x T3 of class CgtLC;M and every fized t < tr,, we have

1 0 llgres < CL™| fl qrs,
1o ¢ lares < CL™| fllores,

where f o ¢ denotes the map (—oo,tr] x T3 3 (t,x) = f(t,é(t,x)), and similarly for fo ¢t

Lemma B.9 (Lemma C.2 of [23]). Let ¢ = ¢,, n € N. For every s € (0,2), s # 1 there exists
C = O(s) such that for every L € N, L > 1 and every continuous function f on T3 x (—oo, tr] it holds
that

106" e < CL|fll e

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

Lemma B.10. Let ¢ = ¢, 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 x (—oo, tr] the following hold:

Ifodllp;, <CL*™*|fll;,,
[foo  ms, <CL*™*||flB;,-

1,1 —

Lemma B.11 (Lemma C.4 of [23]). Let ¢ = ¢,,, n € N. For anyé € (0,1) and anyr € N, r+2 < &,
there exists a constant C = C(6,7) such that for everyv: T3x(—oo,tr] — R3, A: T3x(—o0,ty] — R3*3
almost surely for every Le N, L >1,t <t

1Q40llgrvs < CLP 0] rss,
IRsvllcs < CL¥* ol gs
IR (divgA)|lgres < CLP 2| Al cres,

||'R,¢’U||Cr+1+5 < CL2T+1+26||U||CT+5.
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Lemma B.12 (Proposition C.5 of [23]). Let ¢ = ¢, n € N. Let a € C*°(T?) be a smooth function
and let k € Z>\{0} and A > 1 be fized. Define f(z) = a(x)e*¥*.

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

[a] Cr
—_— AT .

(B.6)

f(o(t, x))dx
‘]1‘3

(ii) For any ¢ € (0,1), r € N such that r + 1 < k, we have almost surely for every L € N, L > 1 and
te (—OO,TL]

IR?(f 0 6)lleg < CL® (N Mlallon + X" laley + A" lalgyes ) (B.7)
IR?Q(f o @)y < CL* (N fallcy + A laley + A" lalegrs ) (B.3)

where C' = C(4,7).
Lemma B.13 (Lemma C.6 of [23]). Let s € R, p1,p2 € (1,00) such that pll + p% = 1. Then, for every
§ € (0,1), there exists a C such that for every f € B3+S (T®) with mean zero and g € LP*(T?), the

P1,00
spatial convolution on the torus f *rs g belongs to B5, (T3 and

1S *1s gll B, . < Cllfll gt llgllLes-

Lemma B.14 (Lemma C.7 of [23]). Let £ = 2= for some positive N € N. Let f be a smooth function
on R4 with supp f C (0,27)¢, and denote

1
f =f- (27T) /[0,27r]d &
fe=f(-/0),

0._ ¢ _ 1 _ . 1
fe =1 (2m)d /[0,271']de fe (2m)d /[0,27r]df

Extend f, f°, fo and f periodically on T¢. Then for every s € R, p € [1,00] it holds that
121l Bs . = €742 Ol gy . < YP=0| fllg -

Lemma B.15. Let 0 € R. Let x4(t,z) = ¥e(t)pe(x) be a space-time mollifier. Let f: R x T — R? be
a smooth function. Then for any k,3 € (0,1] and t >0

1f 0 xe = Fllpa,(6) < CON Fllppnsn, + 1 Flopp

Proof. We find that

[(f = xe)(t) = f(O)ll e, ft=s,-—y) = f(t )] pe(y)be(s) dyds

T’* B oo
dé'gs;lpl 299 || A / /1-3 t—s ) f(t,)] Sﬁl(yﬁ/)z(s) dyds .
= sup 279 / (A1)t =5, —y) — (D), )] e(y)e(s) dyds
Jj=-1 R JT3 .

< sup 2/¢ sup
j=—1 €T3

[ L85 = 50— ) = (A5t = 0] ulwin(s) dyds

+ sup 279 sup
j=-1 €T3

=: A+ B.

[ [ a0 = 5.0 = 1) E0)] ertu)in(s) duds
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We first estimate A:

A= sup 29 sup
j>—1  zeT3

< sup 230// (A f(t—s,)]cx |yl we(y)e(s) dyds

L850 = 50— ) = (A5t = s.2)) ulwin(s) dyds

< " sup // SUP 2J0 A f(r,)lexpe(y)e(s) dyds
j>—1 T3 re(
< (" sup  sup QJO[Ajf(TU ez
j>—1 re(—00,t] —™——
Ssupjzil...
<% sup sup 2°[A;f(r, )]s

re(—oo,t] j=—1

20 sup sup 20 (||Do 2 f(r, )lLge) " 1A F ()12

re€(—oo,t]j=—1

interpolation

[4, Lemma 2.1] . . K —k
< 205 sup sup 279 (2JC||Ajf(T7 )||L;o) 1A f(r, )Hi;o
re(—oo,t] j>—1
=C0® sup  sup 270N A f(r, Mree
re(—oo,t] j=—1

O fllgopors, -

Now let us estimate B:

B = sup 2% sup
j=-1 €T3

g/ sup 279 sup
Rj=-1 z€T3

1 )
= /]R P sup 279 ||(Ajv,)(t — s,x) — (Ajvn)(t, @)l e |s|P1e(s) ds

j=z-1

/]R (Ajvn)(t - S7f9)|,8_ (Ajvn)(t, I) |S|ﬁ1/}l(5) dS

(Ajon)(t = s,2) — (Aj0n)(t, 7)
|17

|s|'81/1g(s) ds

1
= /]R; W ||’Un(t — S, ') — ’Un(t, .)HBEO’DO |S|ﬁ1/)g(5) dS

1
< sup —— [[op(u,+) — vn(r, )| 5740 (s) ds
/]R u,r€(—o00,t] |u - T|'6 Bgo’co
uFEr

def.
< onlloppa, _IstPunts) ds

< Ollonllgppe - O
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