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Abstract

We study the direct enstrophy cascade at small spatial scales in statistically
stationary forced-dissipated 2D Navier-Stokes equations subject to the Coriolis
force in the β-plane approximation. We provide sufficient conditions inspired
by [6, 63] to prove that at small scales, in the presence of the Coriolis force,
the so-called third-order structure function’s asymptotics follows the third-order
universal law of 2D turbulence without the Coriolis force. Our result indicates
that at small scales, the enstrophy flux from larger to smaller scales is not affected
by the Coriolis force, confirming experimental and numerical observations.
To the best of our knowledge, this is the first mathematically rigorous study of
the above equations.
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1 Introduction

Two-dimensional Navier-Stokes equations with additive stochastic noise is a canonical
model for studying turbulence in two dimensions [3, 4, 20, 21, 23, 36, 38, 54]. Physically,
considering these equations in two dimensions becomes relevant when we study fluids
at large scales. For example, in geophysical motions, as a first approximation, we can
consider two-dimensional flows due to the large aspect ratio (the ratio of lateral to
vertical length scales) [10, 16, 44, 60].

Geophysical flows commonly appear on rotating planets [25, 30, 45, 52, 54, 60].
Taking into account this motion, one should insert the effect of the Coriolis force into
stochastic Navier-Stokes equations, resulting in

{
∂tu+ (u · ∇) u+ fu⊥ = ν∆u− αu−∇p+ ϕ;

∇ · u = 0,
(1.1)

where u = (u1, u2) and p are unknown velocity field and pressure, (u · ∇) stands for
the differential operator u1∂x1 + u2∂x2 with x = (x1, x2), fu⊥ is the Coriolis force
where f is the Coriolis parameter (cf. (1.2)) and u⊥ = (−u2, u1), ϕ is the stochastic
process, and damping is provided by a combination of drag α > 0 and viscosity ν > 0.
We refer the interested reader to [54, 60] for complete derivations of the equations.

In this paper, we use the well-known β-plane approximation

f = f0 + βx2 (1.2)

where f0 and β are two constants that depend on a reference latitude. This regime is
sufficient to capture the dynamic effects of rotation (see [54, 60] for further details).

As mentioned in our previous paper [12] regarding the well-posedness of the
equations (1.1), introducing the Coriolis force in the β-plane approximation breaks
the symmetry along the x2 direction making the system anisotropic. Hence, we cannot
consider a standard double periodic domain. This leads us to take the most treatable,
physically relevant domain: a periodic channel [54, p 277]. Then, we pose the system
of equations (1.1) on a periodic domain in x1, Tx1 = [0, L) torus of size L, and a
bounded interval in x2, I = [a, b], equipped with periodic boundary conditions in x1
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and no-slip boundary conditions in x2, i.e.

u(t, 0, x2) = u(t, L, x2), (1.3)

u(t, x1, ∂I) = 0. (1.4)

Finally, we assume that the stochastic process is spatially regular and white in time
as in [12], i.e.

ϕ(t, x) =
∂

∂t
ζ(t, x), ζ(t, x) =

∞∑

j=1

bjβj(t)ej(x), t ≥ 0 (1.5)

where {ej} is a divergence-free orthonormal basis in H (completion of divergence-free
smooth functions with proper boundary conditions in L2(T × I), cf. Definition 2.1),
bj are constants such that,

ε :=
1

2

∞∑

j=1

b2j < ∞, (1.6)

η :=
1

2

∑

j

 

T×I

b2j |∇× ej|2 < ∞, (1.7)

and {βj} is a sequence of independent standard Brownian motions (cf. (2.7)).
The constants ε, η are called average energy and enstrophy input per unit time per

unit area respectively. Notice that the energy input is independent of the viscosity ν

and drag α.
To get a complete picture of 2D turbulence it is crucial to introduce the notion of

vorticity. In terms of vorticity ω, (1.1) becomes

∂tω + (u · ∇)ω + βu2 = ν∆ω − αω +∇× ϕ (1.8)

where
ω := ∇× u = ∂1u

2 − ∂2u
1. (1.9)

The equations (1.1) with deterministic forcing (deterministic ϕ or ϕ = 0) have
been studied both in mathematics and physics communities. In physics literature here
we refer to [15, 18, 32, 50, 53, 55, 56, 58, 61, 62], where this equation is used to model
jet stream and turbulence. In the mathematics community we refer to [1, 11, 24, 25,
29, 49, 57] for questions such as well-posedness and long-time behavior.

On the other hand, without the Coriolis force, the two-dimensional stochastic
Navier-Stokes equations with additive noise (white in time and colored in space) have
been studied extensively: we refer to [7, 17, 22, 28, 38, 59] concerning well-posedness,
ergodicity, and long time behavior. As we mentioned, physically these equations are
the canonical toy model to study turbulence in 2D [3, 10, 23, 38, 47, 52, 54, 60].

Having both the stochastic noise and the Coriolis force, the equations (1.1) are
considered as a model of the so-called β-plane turbulence [13–16, 26, 27, 31, 54, 60].
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In the mathematics community, we refer to [12] concerning the well-posedness and
associated energy estimates of (1.1).

1.1 Turbulence

Turbulence in stationary forced dissipated fluids in 3 dimensions has a long history. In
his seminal work, Kolmogorov [33–35] predicted the direct cascade of energy (cascade
from small wave numbers to large wave numbers) under rather general assumptions.
Quantitatively, the above cascade can be characterized using at least one of the
following well-known quantities: ensemble average of the energy spectrum k

E(k) ∼ |k|E(|û(k)|2), (1.10)

where û(k) is the Fourier transform of the velocity field, or ensemble average of the n

point structure function defined as,

Sn(r) := E(|δr(u)|n) := E(|u(x+ r)− u(x)|n), (1.11)

where u is the velocity field, r is the separating vector and the dependence on the spa-
tial point x is suppressed by assuming homogeneity. Assuming the flow to be isotropic,
the celebrated Kolmogorov’s 4

5 th law predicts the so called third order structure
function to behave as

S
‖
3 (r) := E

(
δr(u) ·

r

|r|

)3

∼ −4

5
ε|r|, lν(ν) ≪ |r| ≪ lI , (1.12)

where lν(ν) is the scale where dissipation happens, lI is the scale where we inject

energy, ε denotes the injected energy, S
‖
3 is the third order longitudinal structure

function and δr(u) := u(x+ r) − u(x).
Kolmogorov’s argument relies on the fact that we have only energy conservation. In

2 dimensions phenomenology of statistically stationary, forced-dissipated flow changes
drastically as we have two conservation laws: energy and enstrophy. This leads to the
more complicated dual cascade picture, first argued by Fjrtoft in [21], and later by
Batchelor and Kraichnan [3, 36]. In this regime, we have inverse energy cascade: from
small spatial scales (large wave numbers) to large spatial scales (small wave numbers),
and direct enstrophy cascade from large spatial scales to small spatial scales. More
explicitly, denote the dissipation, energy injection, and friction scale by lν , lI , and
lα respectively (lν(ν) ≪ lI ≪ lα(α)). The above dual cascade picture, predicts that
energy is transferred from the injection scale to the friction scale and damped by
friction (inverse cascade). On the other hand, enstrophy cascades from the injection
scale to the dissipation scale and dissipates there by viscosity (direct cascade).

In two dimensions, the analogous of the 4
5 th law (1.12) has been realized only

in 99’ by Bernard, Lindborg, and Yakhot [8, 44, 65]. The two-dimensional analogue
is given in terms of the third-order structure functions assuming isotropy as follows
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(recall lν ≪ lI ≪ lα)

S
‖
3 (r) = E

(
δru · r

|r|

)3

∼ 1

8
η|r|3, lν ≪ |r| ≪ lI , (1.13a)

S
‖
3 (r) = E

(
δru · r

|r|

)3

∼ 3

2
ε|r|, lI ≪ |r| ≪ lα, (1.13b)

where as before ε is the injected energy, and η is the injected enstrophy.
We can also write (1.13a) in terms of the mixed velocity-vorticity structure function

as predicted by Eyink [20],

S
‖
3 (r) = E

(
|δrω|2δru · r

|r|

)
∼ −2η|r|, lν ≪ |r| ≪ lI , (1.14)

originally derived in [64] for passive scalar turbulence.
In 2D, the energy spectrum is also predicted over the above-mentioned scales [3, 36]

|k|E|û(k)|2 ∼ ε2/3|k|−5/3, l−1
α ≪ |k| ≪ l−1

I , (1.15a)

|k|E|û(k)|2 ∼ η2/3|k|−3, l−1
I ≪ |k| ≪ l−1

ν . (1.15b)

As we stated, the above picture has been rather well understood in the physics
community by theoretical, and numerical arguments, and has been confirmed by exper-
iments [8–10, 20, 31, 37, 44, 65]. However, there are few rigorous mathematical works
in this direction [5, 6, 51, 63]. Most notably we should mention [5, 6] where a very
physically relevant and weak sufficient condition (cf. Section 1.4) is provided for prov-
ing (1.13a)-(1.13b), (1.14) in 2D and (1.12) in 3D for the counterpart of equations
(1.1) without the Coriolis force.

1.2 Result: Turbulence

Adding the Coriolis force changes the behavior of solutions of (1.1). Still we have two
conservation laws: enstrophy and energy, which suggests that the dual cascade picture
could persist. However, a priori it is not clear how the above laws (1.12), (1.13a)-(1.13b)
and (1.14) are modified in this situation. This problem was first derived by Rhines in
[53] and argued later in [13–16, 26, 27, 31, 54, 60]. In these works, theoretical arguments
suggest that at large scales the behavior of the spectrum will change completely i.e.
instead of (1.15a) we have

|k|E|û| ∼ β2|k|−5, (1.16)

where β is the coefficient appearing in the beta plane approximation. On the other
hand, numerical simulations and certain heuristics [13, 16, 27, 31, 54, 60] suggest that
at small scales we still have the same relations as (1.13a), (1.14) and (1.15b). The main
goal of this paper is to provide a (rather weak) sufficient condition (see discussion on
the assumption (2.10) below) for proving the direct cascade of the enstrophy at small
scales. In other words, we prove that at small scales, in the presence of the Coriolis
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force, (1.13a) and (1.14) are valid assuming (2.10), meaning that at small scales the
Coriolis force is negligible for the behavior of the third order structure function.

1.2.1 Statement of the Result

More precisely, consider the 2D Navier-Stokes equations with additive white in time
and colored in space noise with Coriolis force, in the β-plane approximation i.e. (1.1).
In [12] we prove that the system (1.1) is well-posed and that these equations possess
at least one stationary measure. By stationary we mean that the law of u(·) coincides
with the law of u(· + τ) for any τ ≥ 0. Denote the expectation w.r.t this stationary
solution by E. Then we assume an uniform bound of E‖ω‖2L2 in α and ν (cf. (2.10)),
we refer to Section 1.4 for the motivation related to this assumption. Our main result
stated in Theorem 2.1, illustrates the following relations concerning the third order
structure function at small scales (lν ≪ l ≪ lI),

E

 

S

 

T×I

|δlnω|2 δlnu · ndxdn ∼ −2ηl, (1.17)

E

 

S

 

T×I

|δlnu|2δlnu · n dxdn ∼ 1

4
ηl3, (1.18)

where η is the injected enstrophy by the stochastic force (1.7), δlnu = u(x+nl)−u(x),
n denotes the normal vector and l is a scalar,

ffl

is the normalized (w.r.t domain size)
integration.

As expressed, the above asymptotics should be understood for small scales l with
lν ≪ l ≪ lI ≪ lα, in the inviscid limit (ν → 0). To make this more precise, first, we fix
a scale l ∈ [lν , lI ]. In order to realize the limit l → 0, we take the limit ν, α → 0, notice
that in this limit lν(ν) → 0, and lα(α) → ∞. Only afterward, we take the limit lI → 0
(cf. Theorem 2.1). On the other hand, in an ongoing project an inverse cascade of
energy for statistically stationary solution of (1.1) at large scales is considered. Here we
analyze the fact that the third order structure function behavior is only determined by
the Coriolis force. More precisely, in an appropriate inertial range, lν ≪ lI ≪ l ≪ lα,
we expect

E

 

S

 

T×I

|δlnu|2δlnu · n dxdn ∼ Cε

(
β

α

)n

rm with n ≥ 1 and m > 1 (1.19)

as suggested by its spectral counterpart (1.16).

1.3 Sketch of the proof and main ideas

Let us briefly sketch the proof’s ideas and highlight the new difficulties arising in our
setup.

To prove the cascade, we follow the ideas sketched in [5, 6, 63]. We follow the
evolution of the two-point correlation function, and using stationarity we obtain the
so called KHM (Karman-Howarth-Monin) relations [19, 46]. Let us emphasize that
because of the Coriolis force, we have a new term in our modified KHM (cf. Section 3).
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The process of dealing with each terms, after taking the limits, in the KHM relation
is morally similar to [6] at small scales. Moreover, for treating these terms certain
regularity properties are needed. These properties are straightforward in the case of [6]
owing to the existing results in the literature, whereas in our case we cannot appeal to
these results due to the presence of the new β term. Therefore we proved similar (in fact
weaker but still sufficiently strong) regularity of these terms in [12]. More importantly,
in our case we need to deal with a new term corresponding to the Coriolis force in the
KHM. This constitutes the main part of our analysis. By using the regularity results
concerning the invariant measure’s support, we are able to Taylor expand these terms
and prove that low-order contributions are miraculously zero, and higher orders are
dominated by the effect of η at small scales.

1.4 Remarks

In this section we make some remarks concerning our result. First, let us explain the
physical relevance of the uniform bound on E‖ω‖2L2 (cf. (2.10)).

By using the Itô formula (cf. [38, Theorem 7.7.5]) we obtain in [12] the following
energy and enstrophy balance for stationary solution: stationary energy balance

αE‖u‖2L2 + νE‖∇u‖2L2 = ε, (1.20)

stationary enstrophy balance

αE‖ω‖2L2 + νE‖∇ω‖2L2 = η, (1.21)

where u is a statistically stationary solution and E is the stationary measure associated
with u. Taking advantage of the above balance relations we may derive from (2.10)
the following limits:

lim
ν→0

sup
α∈(0,1)

∣∣∣ε− αE‖u‖2L2

∣∣∣ = 0, (1.22)

lim
α→0

sup
ν∈(0,1)

∣∣∣νE‖∇ω‖2L2 − η
∣∣∣ = 0. (1.23)

Physically, the above expressions mean that in the limit α, ν → 0, all the injected
energy by the stochastic force will be dissipated thanks to the drag α at large scales.
Moreover, all the enstrophy injected by this force will be dissipated at small scales
by viscosity. Notice that this is aligned with the ”natural” anomalous dissipation
assumption appearing in theory of turbulence [23]. This assumption states that Navier
Stokes equations can balance the external energy independent of the Reynolds number
thanks to the effect of the non-linearity.

As we mentioned, our work is inspired by [5, 6] and also [63]. Our main contri-
bution is to consider the effect of the planetary rotation (Coriolis force). We already
explained the physical application of these equations and the difference with the case
studied above. Mathematically, dealing with the new term poses several challenges as
mentioned in Section 1.3.
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Let us mention that the averaging over the circle in order to deal with anisotropy
is also discussed in [2, 5, 40, 48]. However, there is a crucial difference in our case: our
equations are intrinsically anisotropic because of the Coriolis force, and this average
is essential to obtain a quantity only depending on the scale l.

From a physical point of view, it is not obvious that all the contribution of the
Coriolis force on the dual cascade vanishes. In fact, in the β-plane approximation f0
represents the horizontal component of the rotation while β represents the variation
of the rotation in relation to the curvature of the planets [60]. One might predict that
at small scales the effect of curvature β is zero but we can not make a priori estimates
regarding the other component f0. In contrast, it can be expected that at large scales
the β contribution becomes relevant but still, we can not make a priori estimates on
f0.

However, for 2d incompressible flow, f0 has no impact on the dynamical evolution
at all, then in Section 3 the new term derived in the KHM due to the Coriolis force,
which we call Θ, depends only on β. Moreover, at small scales we show that the contri-
bution of Θ on the direct enstrophy cascade is zero, confirming the above-mentioned
heuristics as well as numerical observations [13–16, 26, 27, 31].

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we state the assumptions,
certain terminology and the main results. We then derive in Section 3 the modified
velocity/vorticity KHM relations related to the Coriolis force. In Section 4 we prove
the main theorem which shows the direct cascade of enstrophy.

2 Preliminaries and Main Results

Let us introduce the following vector spaces and set some notations.
Definition 2.1. We define

1) D = {u ∈ C∞(T× (a, b));u(0, x2) = u(L, x2) with compact support in x2}
2) Dσ = {u ∈ D(T× (a, b)),∇ · u = 0}
3) Hm

0 = D(T× (a, b))
Hm(T×(a,b))

4) H = Dσ(T× (a, b))
L2(T×(a,b))

5) V = Dσ(T× (a, b))
H1

0 (T×(a,b))

where D(T× (a, b))
Hm(T×(a,b))

denotes the closure of D in the Sobolev space Hm.
A similar notation holds for H and V . In addition, H and V are equipped with the
induced norm,

‖·‖L2(T×I); ‖·‖H1(T×I),

respectively. H ′ and V ′ denote the dual space (w.r.t the usual inner product < ·, · >)
of H and V .

Assuming boundary conditions as in (1.3), (1.4) and fixing the initial data

u(0) = u0 ∈ H, (2.1)
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we derive the following Cauchy problem





∂tu+ νAu +B(u) + αu+ Fu = ϕ;
∇ · u = 0;

u(t, 0, x2) = u(t, L, x2);
u(t, x1, ∂I) = 0;

u(0) = u0 ∈ H

(2.2)

where

Au = −Π∆u, (2.3)

B(u) = B(u, u) = Π((u · ∇)u), (2.4)

Fu = Π(fu⊥), (2.5)

and
Π : Hs(Q,R2) → Hs

σ(Q,R2), (2.6)

is the orthogonal projection for any bounded Lipschitz domain Q called Leray pro-
jection. Here Hs is the standard Sobolev space and Hs

σ denotes the Hs-divergent free
functions. The system (2.2) is a weak formulation of (1.1) in the sense of Leray formu-
lation of Navier-Stokes equations [41–43]. We refer to [12] for the equivalence between
(1.1) and(2.2).

We assume that

ϕ(t, x) =
∂

∂t
ζ(t, x), ζ(t, x) =

∞∑

j=1

bjβj(t)ej(x), t ≥ 0 (2.7)

where {ej} is a divergence-free orthonormal basis in H , bj are constants satisfying
(1.6)-(1.7), and {βj} is a sequence of independent standard Brownian motions. More-
over, the Brownian motions {βj} are defined on a complete probability space (Ω,F ,P)
with a filtration Gt, t ≥ 0, and the σ−algebras Gt are completed with respect to (F ,P),
that is, Gt contains all P−null sets A ∈ F .

Under these assumptions, we have existence and uniqueness of the solution of (2.2)
in terms of the following definition (see [12] for the details).
Definition 2.2. An H−valued random process u(t), t ≥ 0, is called a solution for
(2.2) if:

1) The process u(t) is adapted to the filtration Gt (cf. (2.7)), and its almost every
trajectory belongs to the space

X = C (R+;H) ∩ L2
loc (R+;V ) .

2) Identity (2.2) holds in the sense that, with probability one,

u(t) +

ˆ t

0

(νAu+B(u) + αu+ Fu) ds = u(0) + ζ(t), t ≥ 0, (2.8)
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where the equality holds in the space H−1.

Remark 2.1. 1) In [12] we proved that (1.1) admits a solution in terms of Definition
(2.2). Then, we can directly apply [38, Corollary 2.4.11.] concerning the regularity of
the solution. In particular, the Corollary states that both for periodic and Dirichlet
boundary conditions we have the following estimates,

E‖u‖rL∞

t L2
x
< ∞, E‖∇u‖2L2

t,x
< ∞, ∀r ∈ [1,∞). (2.9)

2) As stated in [12, Corollary 2.2], we have a similar well-posedness result for (1.8).
From here on we assume that u is a statistically stationary solution of (2.2) and

we denote by E the stationary measure associated with u.
We study system (1.1) by assuming an uniform bound in α, ν on the expectation

of the vorticity as follows
E‖ω‖2L2 ≤ c < ∞. (2.10)

This means that the enstrophy associated with the vorticity does not blow up as
dissipation vanishes. The above uniform bounds lead to stronger regularity properties
of solutions, necessary for proving the convergence results in the next Theorem. In
fact, we need to recover smoothness since the presence of the Coriolis force in the
β-plane approximation reduces regularity making the system strongly anisotropic.

We note that (2.10) implies the more general assumption called weak anomalous
dissipation (WAD) regime [5, Sec. 1.2], [6, Sec. 1.2] which is inspired by [20, 39].

Under these assumptions, we prove the following theorem,
Theorem 2.1. Suppose that L = L(α) < ∞ and b = b(α) < ∞ are a continuous
monotone decreasing functions such that limα→0 L = limα→0 b = ∞ and suppose that
a = a(α) > −∞ is a continuous monotone increasing function such that limα→0 a =
−∞. Let {u}ν,α>0 be a sequence of statistically stationary solutions of (2.2) such that
(2.10) holds. Then there exists lν ∈ (0, 1) satisfying limν→0 lν = 0 such that

lim
lI→0

lim sup
ν,α→0

sup
l∈[lν ,lI ]

∣∣∣∣
1

l
E

 

S

 

T×I

|δlnω|2 δlnu · ndxdn+ 2η

∣∣∣∣ = 0 (2.11)

lim
lI→0

lim sup
ν,α→0

sup
l∈[lν ,lI ]

∣∣∣∣
1

l3
E

 

S

 

T×I

|δlnu|2δlnu · n dxdn− 1

4
η

∣∣∣∣ = 0 (2.12)

In particular, it suffices to choose lν → 0 satisfying

ν1/2 = oν→0(lν). (2.13)

Remark 2.2. We can consider in (2.2) a more generalized linear Ekman-type damping
−α(−∆)2ju with j ≥ 0 instead of −αu as in [6]. However, this does not influence the
results. Then we assume j = 0 for notation simplicity. A similar argument holds if we
replace viscosity ν∆ with hyperviscosity −ν(−∆)j with j > 1.
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3 Modified Velocity KHM relations

In this section, we derive the Modified Velocity KHM relations initially in terms of
spherically averaged coordinates. The new term is denoted by Θ. Since we are not in
a periodic space along x2, it is first necessary to extend the velocity u to the space
T×R. We note that this extension preserves the regularity properties of the solution
u (see Remark 3.1).

3.1 Solution extension

Let u be a statistically stationary solution of (2.2) in the sense of Definition 2.2.

Since u ∈ V = Dσ(T× (a, b))
H1

0 (T×(a,b))
there exist a sequence of smooth function

{un}n ∈ Dσ such that un → u for n → ∞. Then, we define for each n ∈ N,

ũn(x) =

{
un, if x2 ∈ I;
0, otherwise.

(3.1)

Hence, {ũ}n is a sequence of smooth compactly supported functions that converges in
H1. Its limit, that we denote by ũ ∈ H1

0 (T× R) is the extension of u.
Similarly, we define the extensions p̃ and ẽj .

Remark 3.1. (Regularity of the extension)

• Since ∇ · u = 0, then ∇ · ũ = 0. In fact, for any test function φ ∈ C∞
c we have

〈∇ · ũ, φ〉L2(T×R) = −〈ũ,∇φ〉L2(T×R) = −〈u,∇φ〉L2(T×I) = 〈∇ · u, φ〉L2(T×I) = 0.
(3.2)

• ũ is a solution in the sense of Definition 2.2 of the following problem,





∂tũ+ νAũ +B(ũ) + αũ+ F ũ = ϕ̃;
∇ · ũ = 0;

ũ(t, 0, x2) = ũ(t, L, x2);
ũ(0) = ũ0 ∈ H.

(3.3)

In fact since supp(ũ) ⊂ T× I, for any φ ∈ C∞
c (T× R) we have

〈ũ, φ〉T×R +

ˆ t

0

〈νAũ +B(ũ) + αũ+ F ũ, φ〉T×Rds− 〈ũ(0) + ζ̃(t), φ〉T×R

=〈u, φ〉T×I +

ˆ t

0

〈αu + Fu, φ〉T×Ids+

ˆ t

0

ν〈u,∆Πφ〉T×Ids

−
ˆ t

0

〈u⊗ u,∇Πφ〉T×Ids− 〈u(0) + ζ(t), φ〉T×I = 0
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where we use ∇· (ũ⊗ ũ) = (ũ ·∇)ũ, the orthogonal property of the Leray projection
and (2.8). As mentioned before, solving (3.3) is equivalent to solve





∂tũ+∇ · (ũ⊗ ũ) + fũ⊥ = ν∆ũ − αũ−∇p̃+ ϕ̃;
∇ · ũ = 0;

ũ(t, 0, x2) = ũ(t, L, x2);
ũ(0) = ũ0 ∈ H.

(3.4)

3.2 Weak Velocity KHM relation

We define the extended two-point correlation for the velocity, Coriolis force, pressure
and noise as

Γ(y) := E

 

T×R

ũ(x) ⊗ ũ(x+ y)dx, (3.5)

Θ(y) :=
1

2
E

 

T×R

ũ(x)⊗ (fũ⊥)(x+ y) + (fũ⊥)(x) ⊗ ũ(x+ y)dx, (3.6)

P (y) := E

(
∇y

ˆ

T×R

p̃(x)ũ(x + y)dx−∇⊤
y

ˆ

T×R

ũ(x)p̃(x+ y)dx

)
(3.7)

a(y) :=
1

2

∑

j

b2j

 

T×R

ẽj(x) ⊗ ẽj(x+ y)dx, (3.8)

for any y ∈ R2, where f(x) = f0+βx2, and the corresponding regularized flux structure
function, ”third order structure-function”, defined for each j = 1, 2 by

Dj(y) = E

 

T×R

(δy ũ(x) ⊗ δyũ(x))δy ũ
j(x)dx, (3.9)

where δyũ(x) := ũ(x+ y)− ũ(x) and with an abuse of notation
ffl

= 1
|T×I|

´

Remark 3.2. We cannot directly define

E

 

T×I

u(x)⊗ u(x+ y)dx (3.10)

because (x + y) 6∈ T × I for any y ∈ R2. Due to the solution extension constructed
in the previous section, Γ(y) (and similarly for the other quantities) is well-defined.
Moreover,

E

 

T×R

ũ(x)⊗ ũ(x+ y)dx = E

 

T×I

ũ(x) ⊗ ũ(x + y)dx, (3.11)

since supp(ũ) ⊂ I.
Remark 3.3. We observe that the quantities defined above are uniformly bounded
and at least C3. This follows from a regularization argument and an application of
Ascoli-Arzelà Theorem.
Notation 1. Given any two rank tensors A and B we will denote the Frobenius product
by A : B =

∑
i,j AijBij and the norm |A| =

√
A : A.
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Proposition 3.1. (Weak Velocity KHM relation). Let ũ be a statistically stationary
solution to (3.4) and let φ(y) = (φij(y))

2
ij=1 be a smooth compactly supported test

function of the form

φ(y) = Φ(|y|)Id+Ψ(|y|)ŷ ⊗ ŷ, ŷ =
y

|y| , (3.12)

where Φ and Ψ are smooth and compactly supported on (0,∞). Then, the following
identity holds

2∑

j=1

ˆ

R2

∂jφ(y) : D
j(y)dy = 4ν

ˆ

R2

∆φ(y) : Γ(y)dy − 4α

ˆ

R2

φ(y) : Γ(y)dy

− 4

ˆ

R2

φ(y) : Θ(y)dy + 4

ˆ

R2

φ(y) : a(y)dy. (3.13)

Proof. Let us consider the standard mollifier and convolving ũ with it, i.e.,

ũε(x) = ρε ∗ ũ =

ˆ

ε−2ρ
(y
ε

)
ũ(x− y)dy. (3.14)

Then, the mollifier stochastic equation for ũε as

dũε(t, x) +∇ · (ũ⊗ ũ)ε(t, x)dt− ν∆ũε(t, x)dt+ αũε(t, x)dt+ (fũ⊥)ε(t, x)dt (3.15)

+∇p̃ε(t, x)dt = dζ̃ε(t, x)

where we used the identity

∇ · (ũ⊗ ũ) = (∇ · ũ)ũ+ (ũ · ∇)ũ = (ũ · ∇)ũ.

We can see equation (3.15) as a finite-dimensional SDE. Using the abstract Ito’s
formula in Hilbert spaces (cf. [38, Sec. 7.7]) one can obtain the following stochastic
products rule (cf. [5, Proposition 3.1] for similar computation). Let y ∈ T × R, then
the evolution equation of ũε(t, x) ⊗ ũε(t, x+ y) satisfies the stochastic product rule

d (ũε(t, x)⊗ ũε(t, x+ y)) = dũε(t, x) ⊗ ũε(t, x+ y) + ũε(t, x) ⊗ dũε(t, x+ y)

+ [ũε(·, x), ũε(·, x+ y)] (t), (3.16)

where [ũε(·, x), ũε(·, x+ y)] (t) is the cross variation of ũε(·, x) and ũε(·, x + y) and is
given by

[ũε(·, x), ũε(·, x+ y)] (t) =
[
ζ̃ε(·, x), ζ̃ε(·, x+ y)

]
(t)

=
∑

i,j

bibj (ẽi
ε ⊗ ẽj

ε(x + y)) [βi, βj ] (t)
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= tCε(x, x + y),

with,

Cε(x, x + y) =

∞∑

j=1

b2j ẽj
ε(x)⊗ ẽεj(x + y).

We observe that

∇ · (ũ ⊗ ũ)ε(x, t)⊗ ũε(t, x+ y) =

2∑

j=1

∂xj (ũj ũ)ε(t, x) ⊗ ũε(t, x+ y) (3.17)

Then, integrating (3.16) in x, using (3.15) and due some integration by parts we obtain
the following SDE

d

(
 

T×R

ũε(t, x)⊗ ũε(t, x+ y)dx

)

=

2∑

j=1

(
∂yj

 

T×R

(ũjũ)ε(t, x)⊗ ũε(t, x+ y)− ũε(t, x)⊗ (ũj ũ)ε(t, x+ y)dx

)
dt

+ 2ν

(
∆y

 

T×R

ũε(t, x)⊗ ũε(t, x+ y)dx

)
dt− 2α

(
 

T×R

ũε(t, x) ⊗ ũε(t, x+ y)dx

)
dt

−
(
 

T×R

(fũ⊥)ε(t, x)⊗ ũε(t, x+ y) + ũε(t, x)⊗ (fũ⊥)ε(t, x+ y)dx

)
dt

+

(
 

T×R

Cε(x, x + y)dx

)
dt

+

(
∇y

ˆ

T×R

p̃ε(t, x)ũε(t, x+ y)dx−∇⊤
y

ˆ

T×R

ũε(t, x)p̃ε(t, x+ y)dx

)
dt

+

∞∑

j=1

(
 

T×R

bj (ẽj
ε(t, x) ⊗ ũε(t, x+ y) + ũε(t, x) ⊗ ẽj

ε(t, x+ y)) dx

)
dβj .

We denote by∇⊤
y the transpose of∇y, that is, (∇⊤

y u)ij = (∇yu)ji = ∂yju
i. Integrating

in the time interval [0, T ], taking expectation and pairing against the test function
(3.12) and integrating by parts gives

ˆ

R2

φ(y) : Γε(T, y)dy −
ˆ

R2

φ(y) : Γε(0, y)dy

=− 1

2

2∑

j=1

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

∂jφ(y) : D
jε(t, y)dydt+ 2ν

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

∆φ(y) : Γε(t, y)dydt

− 2α

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

φ(y) : Γε(t, y)dydt− 2

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

φ(y) : Θε(t, y)dydt

+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

φ(y) : P ε(t, y)dydt+ 2T

ˆ

R2

φ(y) : aε(y)dy (3.18)
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where we have defined the regularised quantities,

Γε(t, y) := E

 

T×R

ũε(t, x)⊗ ũε(t, x+ y)dx,

Θε(t, y) :=
1

2
E

 

T×R

ũε(t, x)⊗ (fũ⊥)ε(t, x+ y) + (fũ⊥)ε(t, x) ⊗ ũε(t, x+ y)dx,

Diε(t, y) := 2E

 

T×R

(̃uiu)
ε
(t, x)⊗ ũε(t, x+ y)− ũε(t, x)⊗ (̃uiu)

ε
(t, x+ y)dx,

P ε(t, y) := E

(
∇y

 

T×R

p̃ε(t, x)ũε(t, x+ y)dx−∇⊤
y

 

T×R

ũε(t, x)p̃ε(t, x+ y)dx

)

aε(y) :=
1

2

 

T×R

Cε(x, x + y)dx.

By stationarity we can write the above equation as

0 = −1

2

2∑

j=1

ˆ

R2

∂jφ(y) : D
jε(t, y)dy + 2ν

ˆ

R2

∆φ(y) : Γε(y)dy

− 2α

ˆ

R2

φ(y) : Γε(y)dy − 2

ˆ

R2

φ(y) : Θε(y)dy

+

ˆ

R2

φ(y) : P ε(y)dy + 2

ˆ

R2

φ(y) : aε(y)dy (3.19)

Finally, we want to pass to the limit as ε → 0 in (3.18) to obtain (3.13). By
definition of the noise along with bounded convergence theorem, we have that Cε(x, x+
y) → C(x, x+y) converge locally uniformly in both x and y and therefore aε(y) → a(y).

We show that the contribution from the pressure P ε vanishes. Using the identity

∇ · φ(y) = ∇ · (Φ(|y|)Id+Ψ(|y|)ŷ ⊗ ŷ = η(|y|)ŷ

where

η(l) = Φ′(l) + Ψ′(l) + 2l−1Ψ(l),

we have

ˆ

R2

φ(y) : P ε(t, y)dy

=− E

ˆ ˆ

∇ · φ(y) · p̃ε(t, x)(ũε(t, x+ y)− ũε(t, x− y))dxdy

=− E

ˆ ˆ

η(|y|)p̃ε(t, x)(ũε(t, x+ y)− ũε(t, x− y)) · ŷdxdy

=− E

ˆ

p̃ε(t, x)

(
ˆ

R+

η(l)

[
ˆ

|y|=l

(ũε(t, x+ y)− ũε(t, x− y)) · ŷdS(y)
]
dl

)
dx.
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By the divergence theorem, we conclude that

ˆ

|y|=l

(ũε(t, x+ y)− ũε(t, x− y)) · ŷdS(y) = 2

ˆ

|y|≤l

∇ · ũε(x+ y)dy = 0

since ũε is a divergence-free vector field.
Due to the properties of mollifiers we have almost everywhere in Ω× [0, T ],

ũε → ũ in H(T×R). (3.20)

Then, for almost every (ω, t, y) ∈ Ω× [0, T ]× R2

 

T×R

|ũε(x) ⊗ ũε(x+ y)− ũ(x)⊗ ũ(x+ y)|dx

=

 

T×R

|ũε(x) ⊗ ũε(x+ y)− ũε(x) ⊗ ũ(x + y) + ũε(x) ⊗ ũ(x+ y)− ũ(x) ⊗ ũ(x+ y)|dx

≤ 2‖ũ‖L2
T×R

‖ũε − ũ‖L2
T×R

(3.21)

which vanishes as ε → 0. This implies that

ũε(x)⊗ ũε(x+ y) → ũ(x) ⊗ ũ(x+ y) in L1(T× R). (3.22)

Moreover,
 

T×R

ũε(x) ⊗ ũε(x+ y)dx ≤ ‖u‖2L2
T×I

.

By dominated convergence theorem we conclude that for each y ∈ R2,

Γε(y) → Γ(y). (3.23)

Finally, the uniform bound

|φ(y) : Γε(y)| ≤ E‖u‖2L2
T×I

< ∞ (3.24)

and the dominated convergence theorem imply

φ(y) : Γε(y) → φ(y) : Γ(y) in L1(R2). (3.25)

Since we have these convergence properties, we can pass to the limit in all terms of
(3.18) that involve Γε.

We proceed similarly for the other terms. We have

 

T×R

∣∣∣(fũ⊥)ε(t, x) ⊗ ũε(t, x+ y)− (fũ⊥)(t, x)⊗ ũ(t, x+ y)
∣∣∣ dx

≤
 

T×R

∣∣∣((fũ⊥)ε − (fũ⊥))(t, x)
∣∣∣⊗ |ũε(t, x+ y)|
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+
∣∣∣f (̃u⊥)(t, x)

∣∣∣⊗ |(ũε − ũ)(t, x + y)| dx

≤
∥∥∥(fũ⊥)ε − (fũ⊥)

∥∥∥
L2

T×R

‖ũε‖L2
T×R

+
∥∥∥f (̃u⊥)

∥∥∥
L2

T×R

‖ũε − ũ‖L2
T×R

≤c

(∥∥∥(ũ⊥)ε − u⊥
∥∥∥
L2

T×R

‖ũ‖L2
T×R

+
∥∥∥ũ⊥

∥∥∥
L2

T×R

‖ũε − ũ‖L2
T×R

)
(3.26)

which vanishes since the norm is rotation invariant, (3.20) and solution regularity.
This prove that almost everywhere in (ω, t, y) ∈ Ω× [0, T ]×R2

(fũ⊥)ε(x) ⊗ ũε(x+ y) → (fũ⊥)(x)⊗ ũ(x+ y) (3.27)

and
ũε(x) ⊗ (fũ⊥)ε(x+ y) → ũ(x)⊗ (fũ⊥)(x+ y) (3.28)

converge in L1(T× R). Moreover, we have

 

T×I

ũε(x)⊗ (fũ⊥)ε(x+ y)dx . ‖u‖2L2 . (3.29)

Then, the dominated convergence theorem implies for each y ∈ R2

Θε(y) → Θ(y). (3.30)

Similar to (3.24) we have

|φ(y) : Θε(y)| . E‖u‖2L2
T×I

< ∞. (3.31)

and by using the bounded convergence theorem,

φ(y) : Θε(y) → φ(y) : Θ(y) in L1(R2). (3.32)

Then, we can pass to the limit in (3.18) for Θε.
It remains to pass to the limit in the term involving Djε. As in the previous steps

for almost every (ω, t, y) ∈ Ω× [0, T ]×R2

 

T×I

∣∣∣(̃uiu)
ε
(x)⊗ ũε(x+ y)− ũiũ(x) ⊗ ũ(x + y)

∣∣∣ dx

≤‖ũ‖L3
T×R

∥∥∥(̃uiu)
ε
− ũiũ

∥∥∥
L

3/2

T×R

+
∥∥∥ũi
∥∥∥
L3

T×R

‖ũ‖L3
T×R

‖ũ− ũε‖L3
T×R

(3.33)

Observing that ũ ∈ L3(T×R) (by Sobolev embedding theorem) due to the properties
of mollifiers we have

ũε → ũ in L3(T× R) (3.34)

and since ∥∥∥ũiu
∥∥∥
L3/2(T×R)

≤ ‖ũ‖2L3(T×R) < ∞ (3.35)
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we have ∥∥∥(ũiu)ε − ũiũ
∥∥∥
L

3/2

T×R

→ 0. (3.36)

Then, by (3.33)-(3.36) we derive

(̃uju)ε(ω, t, ·)⊗ ũε(ω, t, ·+ y) → ũ(ω, t, ·)⊗ ũ(ω, t, ·+ y)ũj(ω, t, ·)

and

ũε(ω, t, ·)⊗ ∂xj (ũjũ)ε(ω, t, ·+ y) → ũ(ω, t, ·)⊗ ũ(ω, t, ·+ y)ũj(ω, t, ·+ ε) (3.37)

in L1(T× R). Moreover,

 

T×I

∣∣∣(̃uiu)
ε
(x)⊗ ũε(x + y)

∣∣∣ dx . ‖ũ‖3L3
T×R

< ∞ (3.38)

Then, the dominated convergence theorem tells us

E

 

T×I

(̃uiu)
ε
(x) ⊗ ũε(x+ y)dx → E

 

T×I

ũiũ(x)⊗ ũ(x+ y)dx (3.39)

and similarly for ũε ⊗ ∂xj (ũj ũ)ε.
Due to Lemma 3.4 in [5] (which is still valid for how we defined the extension )

and using a change of variable, we can write the limit in terms of the third structure
function

2

ˆ

R2

∂hjφ(y) : E

ˆ

T×I

(
ũ(·, x)⊗ ũ(·, x+ y)

)
ũj(·, x)

−
(
ũ(·, x)⊗ ũ(·, x+ y)

)
ũj(·, x + y)dxdy =

ˆ

R2

∂hjφ(y) : Dj(t, y)dy

Finally, using the uniform bound

∣∣∣∂hjφ(y) : Djε(y)
∣∣∣ ≤

(
E‖u⊗ u‖2L2

)1/2 (
E‖u‖2L2

)1/2
< ∞,

it follows from the dominated convergence theorem that

∂hjφ : Djε → ∂hjφ : Dj in L1(R2)

and therefore we may pass the limit of the term Djε in (3.18).

Notation 2. Throughout the paper, we replace ũ by u and similarly for the other
extended functions above whenever it does not make any confusion.

18



Remark 3.4. Since supp(u) ⊂ T× I, the following equality holds

 

T×R

u(x)dx =

 

T×I

u(x)dx (3.40)

and similar when we have p and any product between these functions.
Let us define the spherically averaged energy flux structure-function,

D(l) := E

 

S

 

T×I

|δlnu(x)|2δlnu(x) · n dxdn, (3.41)

and spherically averaged correlation functions,

Γ(l) :=

 

S

tr Γ(ln)dn, (3.42)

Θ(l) :=

 

S

trΘ(ln)dn, (3.43)

a(l) :=

 

S

tr a(ln)dn. (3.44)

Then we can write (3.13) as follows.
Lemma 3.2. The following identity holds for each l > 0

D(l) =− 2νl

 

|y|≤l

∆trΓ(y)dy + 2αl

 

|y|≤l

tr Γ(y)dy + 2l

 

|y|≤l

trΘ(y)dy

− 2l

 

|y|≤l

tr a(y)dy

=− 4νΓ
′
(l) +

4α

l

ˆ l

0

rΓ(r)dr +
4

l

ˆ l

0

rΘ(r)dr − 4

l

ˆ l

0

ra(r)dr. (3.45)

Proof. Let us assume that
φ(y) = Φ(|y|)Id, (3.46)

i.e. Ψ(|y|) = 0 in (3.12). Then, we rewrite (3.13) as

2∑

j=1

ˆ

R2

∂jφ(y) : D
j(y)dy = 4ν

ˆ

R2

∆φ(y) : Γ(y)dy − 4α

ˆ

R2

φ(y) : Γ(y)dy

− 4

ˆ

R2

φ(y) : Θ(y)dy + 4

ˆ

R2

φ(y) : a(y)dy (3.47)

In spherical coordinates, (3.47) becomes

ˆ

R+

 

S

l∂jφ(l) : D
j(ln)dldn = 4ν

ˆ

R+

 

S

l∆φ(l) : Γ(ln)dldn (3.48)

19



− 4α

ˆ

R+

 

S

lφ(l) : Γ(ln)dldn

− 4

ˆ

R+

 

S

lφ(l) : Θ(ln)dldn

+ 4

ˆ

R+

 

S

lφ(l) : a(rn)dldn.

Integrating by parts, we get

−
ˆ

R+

(
D

′
(l) +

1

l
D(l)

)
lΦ(l)dl = 4ν

ˆ

R+

lΦ(l)

(
Γ
′′
(l) +

1

l
Γ
′
(l)

)
dl (3.49)

− 4α

ˆ

R+

lΦ(l)Γ(l)dl − 4

ˆ

R+

lΦ(l)Θ(l)dl

+ 4

ˆ

R+

lΦ(l)a(l)dl.

Then, the following ODE holds in the sense of distribution

−∂l

(
l2
D(l)

l

)
= −4l

[
ν

(
Γ
′′
(l) +

1

l
Γ
′
(l)

)
− αΓ(l)−Θ(l) + a(l)

]
.

Integrating in l, we have

D(l)

l
=

4

l2

ˆ l

0

ν
(
rΓ

′
(r)
)′

− rαΓ(r) − rΘ(r) + ra(r)dr

from which (3.45).

3.3 Modified Vorticity KHM relations

Similarly to the previous section we derive the Modified Vorticity KHM relations in
terms of spherically averaged coordinates. The new term is denoted by Q. We remark
that only the direct enstrophy cascade can be written in the mixed velocity-vorticity
structure function where the spherically averaged KHM fully describes the problem
at small scale.

We define the two point correlation functions for the vorticity, curl of the Coriolis
force and curl of the noise as

C(y) = E

 

T×I

ω(x)ω(x+ y)dx; (3.50)

Q(y) =
1

2
βE

 

T×I

u2(x)ω(x + y) + u2(x + y)ω(x)dx; (3.51)

a(y) =
1

2

∑

j

b2j

 

T×I

(∇× ej(x)) (∇× ej(x+ y)) dx; (3.52)
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as well as the corresponding enstrophy flux structure function,

D(y) = E

 

T×I

|δyω(x)|2 δyu(x)dx. (3.53)

Remark 3.5. As a consequence of Remark 3.3, recalling that ω = ∂1u
2 − ∂2u

1, we
can see that these quantities are at least C2.
Proposition 3.3. (Vorticity KHM relation) Let ω be a statistically stationary solution
to (1.8) as in [12, Corollary 2.2]. Then the following relation holds.

∇ ·D(y) = −4ν∆C(y) + 4αC(y) + 4βQ(y)− 4a(y). (3.54)

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as in Proposition 3.1, where we now have
the correlation functions C,Q, a and D. Once again, this relation is defined for the
extended version of the functions as in the relation (3.13). For analogy, we avoid using
the heavy notation by considering only the regularization.

Let us consider the mollifier stochastic equation

dωε(t, x) +∇ · (u⊗ ω)ε(t, x)dt− ν∆ωε(t, x)dt + αωε(t, x)dt + βu2ε(t, x)dt

=d∇× ζε(t, x). (3.55)

Let y ∈ T × I, as discussed in Proposition 3.1 the evolution equation of ωε(t, x) ·
ωε(t, x+ y) satisfies the stochastic product rule

d (ωε(t, x) · ωε(t, x+ y)) = dωε(t, x) · ωε(t, x+ y) + ωε(t, x) · dωε(t, x+ y)

+ [ωε(·, x), ωε(·, x+ y)] (t), (3.56)

where [ωε(·, x), ωε(·, x+ y)] (t) is the cross variation of ωε(·, x) and ωε(·, x+ y) and is
given by

[ωε(·, x), ωε(·, x+ y)] (t) = [∇× ζε(·, x),∇× ζε(·, x+ y)] (t)

=
∑

i,j

bibj (∇× ei
ε · ∇× ej

ε(x+ y)) [βi, βj ] (t)

= tCε(x, x + y),

with,

Cε(x, x+ y) =

∞∑

j=1

b2j∇× ej
ε(x) · ∇× eεj(x+ y).

Upon integrating (3.56) in x and t, using (3.55) and taking expectation we get

C
ε(T, y)− C

ε(0, y) =− 1

2

2∑

j=1

ˆ T

0

∂jD
jε(t, y)dt+ 2ν

ˆ T

0

∆C
ε(t, y)dt
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− 2α

ˆ T

0

C
ε(t, y)dt− 2

ˆ T

0

Q
ε(t, y)dt+ 2T aε(y) (3.57)

where we have defined the regularised quantities,

C
ε(t, y) := E

 

T×I

ωε(t, x) · ωε(t, x+ y)dx,

Q
ε(t, y) :=

1

2
βE

 

T×I

u2ε(t, x) · ωε(t, x+ y) + ωε(t, x) · u2ε(t, x+ y)dx,

D
iε(t, y) := 2E

 

T×I

(uiω)ε(t, x) · ωε(t, x+ y)− ωε(t, x) · (uiω)ε(t, x+ y)dx,

a
ε(y) :=

1

2

 

T×I

Cε(x, x+ y)dx.

As seen in Proposition 3.1 we can pass to the limit as ε → 0, thanks to the C2 regularity
mentioned in Remark 3.5. Moreover, if we assume stationarity, we get (3.54).

As well as for the velocity relations in the previous section, we define the spherically
averaged enstrophy flux structure function

D(l) := E

 

S

 

T×I

|δlnω(x)|2δlnu(x) · n dxdn, (3.58)

and spherically averaged correlation functions,

C(l) :=

 

S

C(ln)dn, (3.59)

Q(l) :=

 

S

Q(ln)dn, (3.60)

a(l) :=

 

S

a(ln)dn. (3.61)

Lemma 3.4. The following identity holds for each l > 0

D(l) =− 2νl

 

|y|≤l

∆C(y)dy + 2αl

 

|y|≤l

C(y)dy + 2l

 

|y|≤l

Q(y)dy − 2l

 

|y|≤l

a(y)dy

=− 4νC
′
(l) +

4α

l

ˆ l

0

rC(r)dr +
4

l

ˆ l

0

rQ(r)dr − 4

l

ˆ l

0

ra(r)dr (3.62)

Proof. As observed in the proof of (3.45), using the divergence theorem and integrating
both sides of (3.54) over {|y| ≤ l}, we obtain the formula for the spherically averaged
structure function (3.62).
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4 Direct cascade

In this section, we prove Theorem 2.1 starting from the KHM relations in the form
presented in Lemmas 3.2 and 3.4. The line of proof mainly follows what we see in
[6] with a noticeable difference due to the inclusion of the Coriolis force and thus
the respective Θ and Q terms in (3.45) and (3.62). By using the regularity results
concerning the invariant measure’s support we prove that small scale contribution of
these therms is zero on the third order structure functions.

Proof of (2.11). We write the equation for the spherically averaged flux D(l) as

D(l)

l
= −4νC

′
(l)

l
+

4α

l2

ˆ l

0

rC(r)dr +
4

l2

ˆ l

0

rQ(r)dr − 4

l2

ˆ l

0

ra(r)dr (4.1)

Step 1. Firstly, we show that

lim
ν→0

sup
α∈(0,1)

sup
l∈(lν ,1)

∣∣∣∣∣
4νC

′
(l)

l

∣∣∣∣∣ = 0, (4.2)

for all lν satisfying (2.13). In fact, by definition of C(l) we have,

C
′
(l) =

2∑

i=1

E

 

S

 

T×I

niω(x)δxiω(x+ ln)dxdn, (4.3)

where the prime denotes the l-derivative. Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we get,

∣∣∣C′
(l)
∣∣∣ ≤ E‖∇ω‖L2‖ω‖L2 . (4.4)

Then, using the enstrophy balance (1.21),

∣∣∣∣∣
4νC

′
(l)

l

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
1

lν

(
νE‖∇ω‖2L2

) 1
2
(
νE‖ω‖2L2

) 1
2 ≤ η1/2

lν

(
νE‖ω‖2L2

) 1
2

(4.5)

that vanishes as ν → 0 by (2.10) and (2.13).
Step 2. We prove vanishing of the damping over the inertial range, i.e.,

lim
α→0

sup
ν∈(0,1)

∣∣∣∣∣
4α

l2

ˆ l

0

rC(r)dr

∣∣∣∣∣ = 0. (4.6)

By definition and using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

∣∣C(l)
∣∣ ≤ E‖ω‖2L2 . (4.7)
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Then, ∣∣∣∣∣
4α

l2

ˆ l

0

rC(r)dr

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
4α

l2
E‖ω‖2L2

l2

2
= 2αE‖ω‖2L2 . (4.8)

which vanishes by (2.10).
Step 3. We now turn to the last term and we prove that,

lim
lI→0

sup
l∈(0,lI )

∣∣∣∣∣
4

l2

ˆ l

0

ra(r)dr − 2η

∣∣∣∣∣ = 0. (4.9)

By the regularity of the noise, we can Taylor expand a,

a(l) = a(0) +O(l). (4.10)

Moreover, by definition,

a(0) =
1

2

2∑

j=1

b2j

 

S

 

T×I

|∇× ej|2 dxdn = η (4.11)

Then,

∣∣∣∣∣
4

l2

ˆ l

0

ra(r)dr

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣
4

l2

ˆ l

0

r (a(r)− a(0) + a(0)) dr

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ 4

l2

ˆ l

0

r |a(r)− a(0)| dr + 4

l2

ˆ l

0

r |a(0)| dr

≤ 4

l2

ˆ l

0

O(r2)dr +
4

l2
l2

2
η

= O(l) + 2η (4.12)

and (4.9) follows immediately.
Step 4. Finally, we prove

lim
lI→0

lim sup
ν,α→0

sup
l∈[lν ,lI ]

∣∣∣∣∣
4

l2

ˆ l

0

rQ(r)dr

∣∣∣∣∣ = 0. (4.13)

In fact, by definition we have

Q(0) =
β

2
E

 

S

 

T×I

u2(x)ω(x) + u2(x)ω(x)dxdn

= βE

 

T×I

u2∂1u
2dx− βE

 

T×I

u2∂2u
1dx

= 0 + βE

 

T×I

u1∂2u
2dx
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= −βE

 

T×I

u1∂1u
1dx = 0. (4.14)

Moreover,

Q
′
(l) =

β

2
E

 

S

 

T×I

2∑

j=1

u2(x)∂xjω(x+ ln)nj + ω(x)∂xju2(x+ ln)nj . (4.15)

After an integration by parts and using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we deduce

∣∣∣Q′
(l)
∣∣∣ . E‖∇u‖L2‖ω‖L2 = E‖ω‖2L2 < ∞. (4.16)

We remark that the last estimate is l independent. Since,

∣∣Q(l)
∣∣ ≤

∣∣Q(0)
∣∣+ sup

∣∣∣Q′
(l)
∣∣∣ l ≤ Cl, (4.17)

we have ∣∣∣∣∣
4

l2

ˆ l

0

rQ(r)dr

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
C

l2

ˆ l

0

r2dr = Cl (4.18)

which vanishes as l → 0.

Proof of (2.12). Let us consider the equality (3.45) and divide it by l3, we have

D(l)

l3
= −4ν

l3
Γ
′
(l) +

4α

l4

ˆ l

0

rΓ(r)dr +
4

l4

ˆ l

0

rΘ(r)dr − 4

l4

ˆ l

0

ra(r)dr. (4.19)

Step 1. We first show that

4

l4

ˆ l

0

ra(r)dr =
2ε

l2
− η

4
+ ol→0(1), (4.20)

where a is defined by

a(r) =
1

2

∑

j

b2j

 

S

 

T×I

ej(x) · ej(x+ rn)dx. (4.21)

We Taylor expand the factor ej(x + rn),

ej(x+ rn) = ej(x) + rn · ∇ej(x) +
1

2
rn ·Hej(x)rn + o(r2) (4.22)

where Hej is the Hessian matrix of ej and o is the classic little o-notation, i.e., for

two general functions f(x), g(x), if limx→∞
f(x)
g(x) = 0, then f(x) = o(g(x)).
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We observe that
ˆ

T×I

ej · ∂xiejdx = 0. (4.23)

Then,

 

T×I

ej(x) · ej(x + rn)dx

=

 

T×I

ej(x)

(
ej(x) + rn · ∇ej(x) +

1

2
rn ·Hej(x)rn + o(r2)

)
dx

=

 

T×I

|ej(x)|2 +
r2

2

2∑

i,m=1

ninmej(x) · ∂xm∂xiej(x) dx+ o(r3)

=

 

T×I

|ej(x)|2 −
r2

2

2∑

i,m=1

ninm∂xmej(x) · ∂xiej(x) dx+ o(r3).

Since,
 

S

ninm dn =
1

2
δim, (4.24)

we have

1

2

∑

j

b2j

 

S

 

T×I

ej(x) · ej(x+ rn)dxdn

=
1

2

∑

j

b2j

 

S

 

T×I

|ej(x)|2 −
r2

2

∑

i,m

ninm∂xmej(x) · ∂xiej(x) dxdn+ o(r3)

=
1

2

∑

j

b2j

 

T×I

|ej(x)|2 −
r2

4
|∇ej(x)|2 dx+ o(r3)

where
|∇ej |2 = (∂x1e1j)

2 + (∂x2e2j)
2 + (∂x1e2j)

2 + (∂x2e1j)
2.

By incompressibility we can rewrite the above equality as

|∇ej |2 = (∂x1e2j)
2 + (∂x2e1j)

2 − 2∂x1e1j∂x2e2j .

Using integration by parts we get,

1

2

∑

j

b2j

 

S

 

T×I

ej(x) · ej(x+ rn)dxdn (4.25)

=
1

2

∑

j

b2j

(
 

T×I

|ej(x)|2dx− r2

4

 

T×I

|∇ej(x)|2 dx

)
+ o(r3)

=
1

2

∑

j

b2j

(
 

T×I

|ej(x)|2dx− r2

4

 

T×I

(∂x1e2j)
2 + (∂x2e1j)

2 − 2∂x2e1j∂x1e2j dx

)
+ o(r3)
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=
1

2

∑

j

b2j

(
 

T×I

|ej(x)|2dx− r2

4

 

T×I

|∇× ej(x)|2 dx

)
+ o(r3)

Therefore, we have

a(r) =
1

2

∑

j

b2j

 

T×I

|ej(x)|2dx− r2

8

∑

j

b2j

 

T×I

|∇× ej|2dx+ o(r3)

= ε− r2

4
η + o(r3)

Multiplying by r and integrating we obtain (4.20).
Step 2. We want to show for lν satisfying (2.13)

lim
lI→0

lim sup
ν,α→0

sup
l∈(lν ,lI)

∣∣∣∣∣
4α

l4

ˆ l

0

rΓ(r)dr − 2ε

l2

∣∣∣∣∣ = 0. (4.26)

We remark that in the above formula, the order in which the ν and α are taken to 0
does not matter. We can write

4α

l4

ˆ l

0

rΓ(r)dr =
4α

l4

ˆ l

0

r
(
Γ(r)− Γ(0)

)
dr +

2α

l2
Γ(0)

Using the energy balance (1.20) we have

αΓ(0) = ε− νE‖∇u‖2.

Noting that
‖∇u‖2L2 = ‖ω‖2L2 , (4.27)

and recalling the conditions (2.10) and (2.13), we get

αΓ(0) = ε− νE‖ω‖2 = ε+ o(l2ν).

Moreover, using a chain rule,

Γ
′
(l) =

∑

i,j

E

 

S

 

T×I

ni∂xiuj(x+ ln)uj(x) dxdn (4.28)

By (4.23) we observe that Γ
′
(0) = 0. Furthermore, taking a second derivative of Γ and

integrating by parts, we have

Γ
′′
(l) =

∑

j

E

 

S

 

T×I

∑

i,m

ninm∂xiuj(x+ ln)∂xmuj(x) dxdn.
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By Cauchy–Schwarz inequality,

|Γ′′
(l)| ≤ CE‖∇u‖2L2 = CE‖ω‖2L2 .

Using Taylor expansion for Γ(l),

Γ(l) ≈ Γ(0) + Γ
′
(0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

·l + 1

2
supΓ

′′
(l) · l2.

Then,
∣∣Γ(l)− Γ(0)

∣∣ . 1

2
supΓ

′′
(l) · l2 ≤ Cl2E‖ω‖2L2 , (4.29)

and in particular

4α

l4

ˆ l

0

r
∣∣Γ(r) − Γ(0)

∣∣ dr ≤ CαE‖ω‖2L2 → 0, (4.30)

when α → 0 due to (2.10).
Step 3. Analogous to [5] we have

lim sup
ν,α→0

sup
l∈(lν ,lI)

4ν

l3
Γ
′
(l) = 0. (4.31)

To show the above limit, first observe that:

Γ
′
(l)− Γ

′
(0) =

ˆ l

0

Γ
′′
(l′)dl′. (4.32)

However, in the previous step we already observed that Γ
′
(0) = 0, and

supl′∈[0,l] |Γ
′′
(l′)| ≤ CE‖ω‖2L2 . Therefore, we get:

|Γ′
(l)| ≤ lCE‖ω‖2L2 (4.33)

This means
4ν

l3
Γ
′
(l) .

νE‖ω‖2L2

l2
.

This gives us (4.31) thanks to (2.10) and (2.13).
Step 4. We show that

lim
lI→0

lim sup
ν,α→0

sup
l∈[lν ,lI ]

∣∣∣∣∣
4

l4

ˆ l

0

rΘ(r)dr

∣∣∣∣∣ = 0. (4.34)

By definition

Θ(l) := E

 

S

 

T×I

βln2
(
u2(x)u1(x+ ln)− u1(x)u2(x+ ln)

)
dxdn. (4.35)
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Let us consider

µ(l) := E

 

S

 

T×I

n2
(
u2(x)u1(x+ ln)− u1(x)u2(x+ ln)

)
dxdn. (4.36)

By definition,
µ(0) = 0. (4.37)

Using a chain rule, we find

µ′(l) = E

 

S

 

T×I

n2u2(x)
(
n1∂x1u1(x+ ln) + n2∂x2u1(x+ ln)

)

−n2u1(x)
(
n1∂x1u2(x+ ln) + n2∂x2u2(x+ ln)

)
dxdn.

Then,

µ′(0) = E

 

S

 

T×I

n2u2(x)
(
n1∂x1u1(x) + n2∂x2u1(x)

)

−n2u1(x)
(
n1∂x1u2(x) + n2∂x2u2(x)

)
dxdn.

Using the incompressibility property, i.e. ∂x1u1(x) + ∂x2u2(x) = 0, and integration by
parts we have

µ′(0) = E

 

S

 

T×I

−n1n2u2(x)∂x2u2(x)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

+(n2)2u2∂x2u1(x)

−n1n2u1(x)∂x1u2(x) + (n2)2u1∂x1u1(x)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

dxdn.

For the other two terms, after integration by parts, we conclude in the same way. In
the end, we proved that

µ′(0) = 0. (4.38)

Now, we want to compute the second derivative of µ′′;

|µ′′(l)| =
∣∣∣∣∣E

 

S

 

T×I

n1n2∂x1u1(x)
(
n1∂x1u2(x+ ln) + n2∂x2u2(x+ ln)

)

+(n2)2∂x2u1(x)
(
n1∂x1u2(x + ln) + n2∂x2u2(x+ ln)

)

−n1n2∂x1u2(x)
(
n1∂x1u1(x+ ln) + n2∂x2u1(x+ ln)

)

−(n2)2∂x2u2(x)
(
n1∂x1u1(x + ln) + n2∂x2u1(x+ ln)

)
dxdn

∣∣∣∣∣.

Using Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and (2.10), we deduce,

|µ′′(l)| ≤ C1E‖∇u‖2L2 < ∞.
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Since,
|µ(l)| ≤ |µ(0)|+ |µ′(0)l|+ sup |µ′′(l)|l2 ≤ Cl2, (4.39)

and thus
|Θ(l)| ≤ C|βl3|, (4.40)

we have, ∣∣∣∣∣
4

l4

ˆ l

0

rΘ(r)dr

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
4

l4

ˆ l

0

C|βr4|dr ≤ C0
1

l4
l5 (4.41)

that goes to 0 when l → 0.
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problèmes que pose l’hydrodynamique. Math Pures Appl 12:1–82

[42] Leray J (1934) Essai sur le mouvement d’un liquide visquex emplissant l’espace.
Acta Math 63:193–248

[43] Leray J (1934) Essai sur les movementsplans d’un liquide visqueux que limitent
des parois. J Math Pures et Appl 13:331–418

[44] Lindborg E (1999) Can the atmospheric kinetic energy spectrum be explained by
two-dimensional turbulence? Journal of Fluid Mechanics 388:259–288

[45] McWilliams J (2011) Fundamentals of Geophysical Fluid Dynamics. Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge

[46] Monin AS, Yaglom AM (2007) Statistical fluid mechanics: mechanics of turbu-
lence. Dover Publications, Inc, Mineola, NY Translated from the 1965 Russian
original, Edited and with a preface by John L Lumley, English edition updated,
augmented and revised by the authors, Reprinted from the 1975 edition 2

[47] Nazarenko S (2014) Fluid Dynamics via Examples and Solutions. CRC Press,
Boca Raton

[48] Nie Q, Tanveer S (1999) A note on third-order structure functions in turbulence.
RSocLondProcSerA Math Phys Eng Sci 445:1615–1635

[49] Novack M (2024) Scaling laws and exact results in turbulence. Nonlinearity
37(9):Paper No. 095002, 16

[50] Nozawa T, Yoden S (1997) Formation of zonal-band structure in forced two-
dimensional turbulence on a rotating sphere. Physics of Fluids 9:2081–2093

33



[51] Papathanasiou S (2021) Sufficient conditions for local scaling laws for stationary
martingale solutions to the 3d navier–stokes equations. Nonlinearity 34(5):2937–
2969

[52] Pedlosky J (1992) Geophysical fluid dynamics. Springer-Verlag, New York, NY

[53] Rhines P (1975) Waves and turbulence on a beta-plane. Journal of Fluid
Mechanics 69:417–443

[54] Salmon R (1998) Lectures on Geophysical Fluid Dynamics. Oxford University
Press, Oxford, England

[55] Scott R, Polvani L (2008) Equatorial super rotation in shallow atmospheres.
Geophysical Research Letters 35(24):L24202

[56] Scott RK, Polvani LM (2007) Forced-dissipative shallow-water turbulence on
the sphere and the atmospheric circulation of the giant planets. Journal of the
Atmospheric Sciences 64:3158–3176

[57] Shepherd T (1987) Non-ergodicity of inviscid two-dimensional flow on a beta-
plane and on the surface of a rotating sphere. J Fluid Mech 184:289–302

[58] Srinivasan K, Young W (2012) Zonostrophic instability. Journal of the Atmo-
spheric Sciences 69(5):1633–1656

[59] Temam R (1970) Navier-Stokes Equations: Theory and Numerical Analysis.
North-Holland Publishing Company, Amsterdam

[60] Vallis G (2017) Atmospheric and Oceanic Fluid Dynamics. Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge

[61] Vallis G, Maltrud M (1991) Energy spectra and coherent structures in forced two-
dimensional and beta-plane turbulence. Journal of Fluid Mechanics 228:321–342

[62] Vallis GK, Maltrud ME (1993) Generation of mean flow and jets on a beta plane
and over topography. J Phys Oceanogr 23:1346–1362

[63] Xie J, Bühler O (2018) Exact third-order structure functions for two-dimensional
turbulence. Journal of Fluid Mechanics 851:672–686

[64] Yaglom A (1949) On the local structure of a temperature field in a turbulent flow.
Doklakad nauk sssr p 743–746

[65] Yakhot V (1999) Two-dimensional turbulence in the inverse cascade range.
Physical Review E 60,(5):5544

34


	Introduction
	Turbulence
	Result: Turbulence
	Statement of the Result

	Sketch of the proof and main ideas
	Remarks

	Preliminaries and Main Results
	Modified Velocity KHM relations
	Solution extension
	Weak Velocity KHM relation
	Modified Vorticity KHM relations

	Direct cascade

