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AN ONSAGER TYPE THEOREM FOR THE EULER-BOUSSINESQ

EQUATIONS IN TWO SPATIAL DIMENSIONS

UJJWAL KOLEY

Abstract. In this article, we construct non-trivial weak solutions pv, θq to the inviscid Euler-Boussinesq
system in two spatial dimensions. These solutions exhibit compact temporal support, thereby violating

the conservation of the temperature’s Lp-norm. Furthermore, the pair pv, θq resides in the Hölder space
CγpR ˆ T

2q ˆ CγpR ˆ T
2q for any exponent γ ă 1{3. The methodology integrates a Nash iteration

scheme with a linear decoupling technique, as first established in [21], to achieve these results.
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1. Introduction

In this manuscript, we consider the following two-dimensional Euler-Boussinesq system of equations
$

’

&

’

%

Btv ` divpv b vq ` ∇p “ θe2,

div v “ 0,

Btθ ` divpvθq “ 0,

(1.1)

in the periodic setting x P T
2 :“ R

2{Z2, where v : R ˆ T
2 Ñ R

2 is a velocity field, θ : R ˆ T
2 Ñ R

denotes the temperature which is a scalar function, p : R ˆ T
2 Ñ R is the scalar pressure, and e2 is the

standard unit vector i.e., e2 “ p0, 1qT . The Euler-Boussinesq system of equations describe the convection
phenomena in the ocean or atmosphere, and considered to be an excellent model for many geophysical
flows, such as ocean circulations and atmospheric fronts (see [29, 35]).

Note that when θ ” 0, the Euler-Boussinesq system (1.1) reduces to the two-dimensional incompressible
Euler equations. The existence and uniqueness of classical (local-in-time) solutions for the incompressible
Euler equations are well-established in the literature (see [30]). Over the past two decades, significant
advances have been made in the study of global-in-time weak solutions for these equations. Among
the numerous developments in this field, one of the most prominent problems is Onsager’s conjecture
for the Euler equations. In his seminal 1949 work [34], Lars Onsager predicted that the threshold
Hölder regularity required for weak solutions of the incompressible Euler equations to conserve energy
is the exponent 1{3. This conjecture has since motivated extensive research into the interplay between
regularity and energy conservation in hydrodynamic models. More precisely, Onsager conjectured

(a) C0,α solutions must conserve kinetic energy for α ą 1{3.
(b) For any α ă 1{3, there exists non-conservative (dissipative) weak solutions in the Hölder class

C0,α.
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Note that the first part of the aforementioned conjecture was established by Constantin et. al. in [13] (see
also [9]), while the flexible component of the problem, which is notably intricate, has been addressed by
multiple researchers. The foundational work in this direction was initiated by V. Scheffer ([36]), followed
by contributions from A. Shnirelman ([37]). A pivotal breakthrough in developing Hölder continuous
solutions was achieved through the work of Camillo De Lellis and László Szekelyhidi. In their foundational
paper [18], they devised an iterative scheme that leveraged Beltrami flows on the three-dimensional torus
T
3 and the Geometric Lemma, successfully constructing continuous periodic solutions with prescribed

kinetic energy. This framework was later refined to produce [19] Hölder continuous periodic solutions
with exponents α ă 1{10, while maintaining the specified energy profile. Since then, a significant body
of work has been devoted to this area ([1, 2, 3, 4, 16, 25]; see also survey articles [5, 17]), with Isett
[27] ultimately achieving a key breakthrough by constructing weak solutions in the space CtpCαq, with
α ă 1{3, that possess compact support in time and do not conserve the total kinetic energy.

We note that, unlike the classical Euler equations, there are relatively few results in the literature
for the system (1.1). In this context, we first highlight the works of Chae et al. [7, 8], where the
authors established the local existence and uniqueness of smooth solutions to (1.1) and provided a blow-
up criterion for these solutions. Moreover, any (sufficiently) smooth solution pv, θq of (1.1) with initial
data pv0, θ0q satisfies following two identities for all t P R

` and p ě 1:

}vptq}2L2pT2q “ }v0}2L2pT2q `
ˆ t

0

ˆ

T2

θpx, sqv2px, sq dx, }θptq}LppT2q “ }θ0}LppT2q. (1.2)

In this work, we focus on weak solutions of (1.1), and for the existence of such solutions, we refer to
the work by Tao and Zhang [39]. To present their result precisely, we first recall the concept of weak
solutions to (1.1). A weak solution is defined as a tuple pv, p, θq P pL8

locpR;L2pT2qqq3 that satisfies (1.1)
in the distributional sense, meaning the following:

(a) For all ϕ P C8
c pR ˆ T

2;R2q, with divϕ “ 0
ˆ

R

ˆ

T2

`

v ¨ Btϕ ` v b v : ∇ϕ ` θe2 ¨ ϕ
˘

dx dt “ 0.

(b) For all φ P C8
c pR ˆ T

2;Rq
ˆ

R

ˆ

T2

`

θBtφ` vθ ¨ ∇φ
˘

dx dt “ 0.

(c) For any ψ P C8pT2;Rq, and any time t P R,
ˆ

T2

vpt, xq ¨ ∇ψpxq dx “ 0.

The authors in [39] studied the system (1.1) and constructed Hölder continuous weak solutions pv, θq P
C

1

28
´

t,x pRˆR
2qˆC

1

25
´

t,x pRˆR
2q with compact support in space-time. Their approach relied on a multi-step

iteration scheme with one-dimensional oscillation, incorporating plane waves of varying frequencies along
the same direction to eliminate one stress error component per step. To fully remove stress errors, the
process was iterated over multiple steps. Due to the coupling of velocity and temperature, two stress
errors were eliminated simultaneously.

On the other hand, drawing inspiration from Onsager’s conjecture for the incompressible Euler equa-
tions, there has been considerable interest in exploring Onsager-type theorems for a variety of fluid flow
models. Within this framework, a natural question arises for the Euler-Boussinesq system: what is the
critical Hölder exponent at which a weak solution satisfies (1.2)? Indeed, a recent study by Miao et al.
[31, Theorem 1.3] established the following Onsager-type theorem on the 3-dimensional torus T3:

Theorem 1.1. Consider a weak solution of the Euler-Boussinesq system in the Hölder space CtC
γpT3q.

Then

(a) If γ ą 1{3, then }θptq}LppT3q is conserved for all 1 ď p ď 8.
(a) If γ ă 1{3, there are solutions violating conservation of Lp-norm of the temperature.

Their approach relies on intermittent cuboid flows, which are supported within disjoint cuboids aligned
in multiple directions and essentially function as Mikado flows, similar to those described in [16]. To fully
leverage this advantage and prevent the interaction of waves oscillating in different directions, the method
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employs the gluing approximation technique introduced in [27]. We mention that the work of Tao and
Zhang [39] also establishes the existence of Hölder continuous solutions in two spatial dimensions that
violate (1.2). However, unlike the results in [31], the threshold exponent for (1.2) provided by [39] deviates
significantly from the optimal threshold of 1{3.

Note that the arguments employed by Miao et al. [31] to establish the rigidity part of Theorem 1.1
are independent of the dimension. Consequently, these arguments also suffice to prove the rigidity part
in the two-dimensional case. The primary objective of this article is to address the flexibility gap for
(1.1) in two spatial dimensions. Inspired by the earlier work of Giri and Radu [21] on the incompressible
Euler equations, we successfully construct Onsager-critical regular solutions for (1.1) on the 2-dimensional
torus that violate (1.2). We emphasize that our findings significantly diverge from all prior results on
the Euler-Boussinesq equations (1.1). Notably, any solution to the two-dimensional Euler-Boussinesq
equations can be effortlessly extended to a k-dimensional solution for k ě 2.

More precisely, our main result is encapsulated in the following theorem:

Theorem 1.2 (Main Theorem). Given any 0 ď γ ă 1{3, there exist compactly supported (in time),
non-trivial, weak solutions pv, θq to (1.1) in the Hölder space CγpR ˆ T

2q ˆ CγpR ˆ T
2q.

The proof of the above theorem relies on a variant of classical Nash iteration technique [32]. In
short, this technique is inductive in nature and at each inductive step highly oscillatory perturbations
are added to reduce the “error” associated to the inductive scheme. In particular, errors are decomposed
into finitely many elementary errors corresponding to a finite set of directions. However, to achieve the
critical regularity, one needs to guarantee that perturbations corresponding to different directions do
not interact with each other. This non-intersection property can be enforced by choosing the so-called
Mikado building blocks in dimensions d ě 3, but not in dimension d “ 2 (since any two non-parallel
lines must intersect in two dimensions). To overcome this fundamental problem, the authors in [21] (see
also Cheskidov-Luo [10]) introduced a novel technique which make use of time oscillations to achieve the
desired non-intersection property. Loosely speaking, they first introduced an additional Newton iteration
step by solving a linearized Euler equations with an oscillatory force term. This step, combined with the
well-known Nash iteration step, helped them to achieve Onsager-critical regularity threshold also in two
space dimensions.

Following the approach outlined in [21], we have also established the essential non-intersection property
of the underlying building blocks. However, the primary challenge in this work, compared to that of
Giri and Radu [21], arises from estimating the additional terms introduced by the genuine interactions
between the velocity field and the temperature. Specifically, due to this complexity, the error cancellation
mechanism required for both the Newton and Nash iteration steps will differ significantly from the
previous case. To be more specific:

First, for the Newton iteration step, it is necessary to define the Newtonian linearization of the Euler-
Boussinesq system of equations, incorporating suitable temporal oscillations, and to establish a well-
posedness theory for smooth solutions of the linearized Euler-Boussinesq equations. Additionally, to
obtain optimal estimates for the Newton perturbations, appropriate stream functions must be defined for
both the velocity and temperature perturbations. These solutions, corresponding to two distinct stream
functions, are then iterated jointly. In fact, this approach not only refines the error cancellation mecha-
nisms but also addresses the unique challenges posed by the interplay between velocity and temperature
fields in the Euler-Boussinesq system. For further details, refer to Section 5.

Second, for the Nash iteration step, the velocity perturbations must be carefully designed to consist of
two components: one addressing the error term Rq, which arises from the self-interaction of the velocity
field v, and the other responsible for reducing the error term Tq, which stems from the interaction
between v and the temperature field θ. Building on the approach introduced in [24], this is achieved by
utilizing two geometric lemmas linked to different sets of directions. For a more detailed explanation,
see Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.5. Additionally, precise estimates of various new terms present in (1.1) are
required to achieve optimal Nash errors. For a comprehensive discussion, refer to Section 6.

Finally, we highlight a few related Onsager-type results for fluid flow equations. A sharp Onsager-
type result for SQG was established by Dai-Giri-Radu [15] and Looi-Isett [28]. An intermittent Onsager
theorem for the Euler equations was proven by Novack-Vicol [33], while a wavelet-inspired L3-based
strong Onsager theorem was reported by Giri-Kwon-Novack [22] (see also [23]).
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A brief description of the organization of the rest of this paper is as follows: In Section 2, we present
some of the mathematical framework used in this paper. In Section 3, we have first stated the induction
scheme for constructing Euler-Boussinesq-Reynolds system, and then stated the main Proposition 3.1
which plays a crucial role in the proof of Main Theorem 1.2. We collect all preliminary results, required
for the Newton step, in Section 4, while we give details of Newton perturbations, and estimates for
the total Newton perturbations in Section 5. All the details related to Nash iterations, in particular,
the construction of the density and velocity perturbations, estimates on the Nash perturbations, the
mollification process are reported in Section 6. Finally, we present a well-posedness result for the linearized
Euler-Boussinesq system of equations in Appendix A .

2. Preliminaries and Mathematical Framework

In this section, we recapitulate some of the relevant mathematical tools that are used in the subsequent
analysis. To begin, we use the letter C to denote various generic constants, independent of approximation
parameters, that may change from line to line along the proofs. For the sake of readability, we do not
track explicit constants. However, when necessary, we will explicitly indicate the dependence of C on
the relevant parameters in our arguments. Furthermore, throughout this manuscript, we adopt the
following convention for any two parameter-dependent quantities Aq and Bq: we write A À B to mean
that A ď CB for some constant C that is independent of the parameter q. We denote by P, the
standard Leray projection operator onto divergence-free vector fields, the standard inner product in R

2

will be denoted by x , y, while b denotes the usual tensor product and b̊ denotes the trace-less part of
it. Furthermore, by supptpgq, we denote the temporal support of the function g on r0, T s ˆ T

3, i.e.,
supptpgq :“ tt : D x with gpt, xq ‰ 0u.

We set N0 “ NY t0u. For α P r0, 1q, M P N0, we denote supremum norm, Hölder semi-norm and norm
of a vector or a tensor field g : T2 Ñ R by

}g}0 :“ sup
xPT2

|gpxq|, rgsM “ sup
|θ|“M

}Dθg}0, rgsM`α “ sup
|θ|“M

sup
x‰y

|Dθgpxq ´Dθgpyq|
|x´ y|α ,

}g}M “
M
ÿ

j“0

rgsj, }g}M`α “ }g}M ` rgsM`α.

By an abuse of notation, for a time-dependent function g, we denote

}g}M “ sup
t

}gp¨, tq}M , }g}M`α “ sup
t

}gp¨, tq}M`α.

Moreover, to denote spatial Hölder norms at a specific time slice, we will use the same notation as in the
preceding line. We now recall the following classical interpolation inequality

}g}M`α À }g}λM1`α1
}g}1´λ

M2`α2
,with M ` α “ λpM1 ` α1q ` p1 ´ λqpM2 ` α2q,

where the implicit bound is dependent on M , M1, M2, α, α1 and α2. Recall also the classical estimate
for product of functions

}fg}M`α À p}f}M`α}g}0 ` }f}0}g}M`αq.

2.1. Convex integration. Here we recall some of the well-known auxiliary lemmas which are used in the
subsequent analysis. We start with the lemma regarding Hölder estimates for composition of functions.
For a proof, we refer to [19].

Proposition 2.1. For any two given smooth functions Ψ : Ω Ñ R and u : Rn Ñ Ω for some Ω Ă R
N ,

and for any M P Nzt0u, we have the following estimates:

rΨ ˝ usM À
`

rΨs1}Du}M´1 ` }DΨ}M´1}u}M´1
0 }u}M

˘

,

rΨ ˝ usM À
`

rΨs1}Du}M´1 ` }DΨ}M´1rusM1
˘

.

Here all the implicit constants depend on M,N, n.

Next, we recall two lemmas regarding mollification estimates. For a detailed proof, consult [14].
4



Proposition 2.2. For any standard symmetric mollifier Ψ and any smooth function f P C8pT2q, we
have the following estimate:

}f ´ f ˚ Ψℓ}M À ℓ2}f}M`2, for any M ě 0.

Here the implicit bound in only dependent on M .

Proposition 2.3. For any standard symmetric mollifier Ψ and smooth functions f, g P C8pT2q, we have
the following estimate:

}pfgq ˚ Ψℓ ´ pf ˚ Ψℓqpg ˚ Ψℓq}N À ℓ2´N`M
`

}f}M`1}g}1 ` }f}1}g}M`1

˘

,

for N ě M ě 0. Here the implicit bound is dependent on N and M .

Note that the case M “ 0 of Proposition 2.3 is proved in [14], while the case M ą 0 is proved in [21].
Next, we recall two geometric lemmas which play pivotal roles in the construction of velocity and density
perturbations in the subsequent analysis. For a proof of these lemmas, we refer to [38, 20]. Notice that,
Lemma 2.5 is stated in [20] on T

3, but a closer look reveals that the same argument can be used for T2.

Lemma 2.4. Let B1{2pIdq represent the metric ball centered at the identity matrix Id in the space S2ˆ2

of symmetric 2ˆ2 matrices. Then, there is a finite set ΛR Ă Z
2 and smooth functions γξ : B1{2pIdq Ñ R,

for each ξ P ΛR, such that

R “
ÿ

ξPΛR

γ2ξ pRqξ b ξ,

whenever R P B1{2pIdq.
Lemma 2.5. Suppose ΛT :“ tξ1, ξ2, ξ3u Ă Z

2zt0u be such that tξ1, ξ2u is an orthogonal frame and
ξ3 “ ´pξ1 ` ξ2q. Then for any N0 ą 0, there are affine functions tΓξiu1ďiď3 Ă C8pWN0

; rN0,8qq with
domain WN0

:“ tv P R
2 : |v| ď N0u such that

v “
3
ÿ

i“1

Γξipvqξi, @v P WN0
.

In order to define new Reynolds stresses, we need to “invert the divergence” of various vector fields.
To that context, we shall use the following inverse-divergence operator (first introduced in [11]):

pRuqij “ ∆´1pBiuj ` Bjui ´ div u δijq, (2.1)

which maps smooth, mean-zero, vector fields to smooth, trace-free, and symmetric 2-tensors. We now
state the following known result.

Proposition 2.6. If u is a smooth, mean-zero vector field, then the 2-tensor field Ru defined by (2.1) is
symmetric and satisfies

divRu “ u.

We also need an inverse divergence operator which maps a mean-zero scalar function to a mean-zero
vector-valued one. To this end, we abuse the notation and define

pRfqi “ ∆´1Bif.
Indeed, for a mean-zero scalar function, we have divRf “ f . We also recall the following version of the
stationary phase lemma. For a proof, we refer the reader to [16].

Proposition 2.7. Let α P p0, 1q and M ě 1. Let a P C8pT2q, Ψ P C8pT2;R2q be smooth functions and
assume that

C´1 ď |∇Ψ| ď C

holds on T
2. Then

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˆ

T2

apxqeik¨Ψ dx

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

À }a}M ` }a}0}∇Ψ}M
|k|M , (2.2)

and for the operator R defined in (2.1), we have

›

›R
`

apxqeik¨Ψ
˘›

›

α
À }a}0

|k|1´α
` }a}M`α ` }a}0}∇Ψ}M`α

|k|M´α
(2.3)

where the implicit constants depend on C, α and M , but not on k.
5



Finally, we recall the following proposition on commutator estimates. For a proof of this lemma, we
refer to [1, Prop. H.1].

Proposition 2.8. Let k be a fixed element in Z
2zt0u, α P p0, 1q, and set G “ bpxqeiλk¨x for a smooth

vector field b P C8pT2;R2q. Then for any smooth function a, we have

}ra,RspGq}α ď λα´2}b}0}a}1 ` Cλα´m p}b}m´1`α}a}1`α ` }b}α}a}m`αq ,

where the constant C depends on α and m.

2.1.1. Transport equations. We recall some of the useful estimates related to the classical transport equa-
tion

Btf ` w ¨ ∇f “ g, f
ˇ

ˇ

t“t0
“ f0. (2.4)

For a proof of the following proposition, we refer to [1].

Proposition 2.9. Assume that |t ´ t0|}w}1 ď 1. Then every solution f to the transport equation (2.4)
satisfies following estimates:

}fp¨, tq}0 ď }f0}0 `
ˆ t

t0

}gp¨, τq}0dτ, }fp¨, tq}α ď 2
`

}f0}α `
ˆ t

t0

}gp¨, τq}αdτ
˘

,

for α P r0, 1s. Moreover, for any M ě 1 and α P r0, 1q,

rfp¨, tqsM`α À rf0sM`α ` |t ´ t0|rusM`αrf0s1 `
ˆ t

t0

`

rgp¨, τqsM`α ` pt´ τqrusM`αrgp¨, τqs1
˘

dτ.

Here the implicit constant depends on M and α. As a by product, the backwards flow Ψ, defined in (4.8),
of the velocity field w starting at t “ t0 satisfies

}∇Ψp¨, tq ´ Id }0 À |t´ t0|rws1, rΨp¨, tqsM À |t´ t0|rwsM , @M ě 2.

2.1.2. Singular integral operators. We recall a classical result on Calderón-Zygmund operators. In what
follows, we consider the following Calderón-Zygmund operator (T2-periodic) acting on mean-zero periodic
functions f :

SKfpxq “ PV

ˆ

T2

KT2px´ yq fpyq dy.

HereKT2 denotes the periodized version of a smooth (away from the origin), zero mean (on circles centred
at the origin), homogeneous kernel K : R2 Ñ R:

KT2pzq “ Kpzq `
ÿ

nPZ2zt0u

pKpz ` nq ´Kpnqq.

We can now state the following classical result, for a proof see [6].

Proposition 2.10. The T
2-periodic Calderón-Zygmund operators are bounded on the space of periodic,

zero mean Cα functions, for any α P p0, 1q.

We also state the following useful estimate for the commutator. We refer to [12] for a proof.

Proposition 2.11. Let SK be a Calderón-Zygmund operator as mentioned above, and e P CM`αpT2q be
a given vector field. Then, for any f P CM`αpT2q, α P p0, 1q and M ě 0, we have

}rSK , e ¨ ∇sf}M`α À }e}1`α}f}M`α ` }e}M`1`α}f}α.

Here the implicit constant depends on α,M , and K.
6



3. Induction Scheme

The proof of the Main theorem 1.2 is based on an iterative procedure, and, in this section, we first
describe the associated iteration scheme. To be more precise, we first assume that q P N denotes different
levels of the iteration, and the smooth tuple pvq, pq, θq, Rq, Tqq solves following the Euler-Boussinesq-
Reynolds system at the level q

$

’

&

’

%

Btvq ` divpvq b vqq ` ∇pq ´ θqe2 “ divRq,

div vq “ 0,

Btθq ` divpvqθqq “ div Tq.

(3.1)

Here Rq is a symmetric 2-tensor field, and transport error Tq is a vector field. Assuming the “error
pRq, Tqq” is suitably small, our main job is find a new Euler-Boussinesq-Reynolds system at the level
q ` 1 with new “error pRq`1, Tq`1q” which is substantially small compared to that of level q. This is
typically done by adding suitable perturbations to velocity vq, pressure pq and temperature θq. Indeed,
goal is to construct the sequence tpvq, pq, θqqu so that the errorsRq and Tq converge to zero, and pvq, pq, θqq
converges in the required Hölder space. Hence, in the limit, we will recover a weak solution to the Euler-
Boussinesq system of equations.

3.1. Main proposition. Here we state the key iterative proposition which in turn gives the proof of the
Main theorem 1.2. Let us first begin by fixing parameters a ą 1, b ą 1, to be chosen later, and define
frequency and amplitude parameters as

λq “ 2πrab
q

s, δq “ λ´2β
q .

Here the parameter β P p0, 1{3q is related to the Hölder regularity of the solution.
Now, utilizing the above parameters, we make the following inductive assumptions:

}vq}0 ď Mp1 ´ δ1{2
q q, }θq}0 ď Mp1 ´ δ1{2

q q, (3.2)

}vq}N ď Mδ1{2
q λNq , }θq}N ď Mδ1{2

q λNq , @N P t1, 2, ..., Lu, (3.3)

}pq}N ď M2δqλ
N
q , @N P t1, 2, ..., Lu, (3.4)

}Rq}N ď δq`1λ
N´2α
q , }Tq}N ď δq`1λ

N´2α
q , @N P t0, 1, ..., Lu, (3.5)

}DtRq}N ď δq`1δ
1{2
q λN`1´2α

q , }DtTq}N ď δq`1δ
1{2
q λN`1´2α

q , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u, (3.6)

where L P Nzt0u, M ą 0 and 0 ă α ă 1. Throughout the paper, we reserve the notation Dt for the
material derivative associated to the velocity field vq, i.e., Dt “ Bt ` vq ¨ ∇. Moreover, regarding the
temporal support of both Reynolds stresses, we assume:

suppt Rq, suppt Tq Ă r´2 ` pδ1{2
q λqq´1,´1 ´ pδ1{2

q λqq´1s Y r1 ` pδ1{2
q λqq´1, 2 ´ pδ1{2

q λqq´1s, (3.7)

Here we also assume that a is sufficiently large so that pδ1{2
0 λ0q´1 ă 1

4
.

The central iterative proposition of this paper is as follows:

Proposition 3.1. Assume that L ě 4, 0 ă β ă 1{3, and 1 ă b ă 1`3β
6β

. There exist constants M0 ą 1,

depending on β and L, and D 0 ă α0 ă 1, depending on β and b, such that the following holds: For any
0 ă α ă α0 and M ą M0, there exists a constant a0 ą 1, depending on β, b, α, M0, M and L, such that
for any a ą a0, if pvq, pq, θq, Rq, Tqq is a smooth solution of (3.1) satisfying (3.2) - (3.7), then we can
construct a smooth solution pvq`1, pq`1, θq`1, Rq`1, Tq`1q of (3.1) satisfying the same estimates (3.2) -
(3.7) with q replaced by q ` 1. Moreover, we also have

}vq`1 ´ vq}0 ` 1

λq`1

}vq`1 ´ vq}1 ` }θq`1 ´ θq}0 ` 1

λq`1

}θq`1 ´ θq}1 ď 2Mδ
1{2
q`1, (3.8)

and

supptpvq`1 ´ vqq Ă p´2,´1q Y p1, 2q, supptpθq`1 ´ θqq Ă p´2,´1q Y p1, 2q. (3.9)

Next, we prove the main theorem 1.2, assuming the proposition 3.1.
7



3.2. Proof of the Main theorem 1.2, assuming Proposition 3.1. First of all, we fix the parameter
L “ 4, and any Hölder exponent β ă 1{3 such that γ ă β, and the parameter b as in the proposition 3.1.
Moreover, let α0 and a0 be the constants given by the proposition 3.1. Finally, we fix α ă mintα0, 1{4u,
and the parameter a ą a0 will be fixed at the end of the proof.

Let us now define smooth functions f, g : R Ñ r0, 1s, supported in r´7{4, 7{4s, such that f “ 1 on
r´5{4, 5{4s and g “ 0 on r´5{4, 5{4s. Then consider

v0px, tq “ fptqδ1{2
0 cospλ0x1qe2, R0px, tq “

`

f 1ptq ´ gptq
˘δ

1{2
0

λ0

ˆ

0 sinpλ0x1q
sinpλ0x1q 0

˙

,

θ0px, tq “ gptqδ1{2
0 cospλ0x1q, p0px, tq “ 0, T0px, tq “

´ 1

λ0
g1ptqδ1{2

0 sinpλ0x1q, 0
¯

,

where px1, x2q P T
2. In view of the above choices, it is easy to verify that pv0, p0, θ0, R0, T0q solves the

Euler-Boussinesq-Reynolds system (3.1). Note that, for sufficiently large choice of a, we have

}v0}0 ď Mδ
1{2
0 ď Mp1 ´ δ

1{2
0 q, }θ0}0 ď Mδ

1{2
0 ď Mp1 ´ δ

1{2
0 q,

Thus, the estimates (3.2) are satisfied. Moreover, for any N ě 1, we have

}v0}N ď Mδ
1{2
0 λN0 , }θ0}N ď Mδ

1{2
0 λN0 ,

so that (3.3) and (3.4) also satisfy. For the Reynolds stresses, note that, for any N ě 0,

}R0}N ď 2 sup
t

`

|f 1ptq| ` |gptq|
˘δ

1{2
0

λ0
λN0 , }R0}N ď sup

t
|g1ptq|δ

1{2
0

λ0
λN0 .

Since by our choice p2b´ 1qβ ă 1{3, we can always choose a large enough to make sure that

2 sup
t

`

|f 1ptq| ` |gptq|
˘

` sup
t

|g1ptq| ă δ1δ
´1{2
0 λ

1{2
0 ,

so that, thanks to the choice of α ă 1{4, the estimate (3.5) holds. Indeed, we have

}R0}N ď δ1λ
´1{2
0 λN0 , }T0}N ď δ1λ

´1{2
0 λN0 ,

For the material derivative estimates, we first see that

BtR0 ` u0 ¨ ∇R0 “
`

f2ptq ´ g1ptq
˘δ

1{2
0

λ0

ˆ

0 sinpλ0x1q
sinpλ0x1q 0

˙

,

BtT0 ` u0 ¨ ∇T0 “ g2ptqδ
1{2
0

λ0

`

sinpλ0x1q, 0
˘

.

Again as before, we may choose a large enough so that (3.6) is satisfied. Finally, notice that supptR0 Ă
r´7{4, 7{4szp´5{4, 5{4q, and suppt T0 Ă r´7{4, 7{4szp´5{4, 5{4q. Hence, the condition (3.7) is satisfied,

thanks to our choice pδ1{2
0 λ0q´1 ă 1

4
.

At this point, we fix a large enough so that all the above estimates are satisfied. This confirms that
the tuple pv0, p0, θ0, R0, T0q satisfies all the inductive estimates in Proposition 3.1. Next, let us assume
that θq has mean-zero, and tpvq, pq, θq, Rq, Tqqu be the sequence of solutions given by the Proposition 3.1.
Then a simple calculation reveals that both tvqu and tθqu are Cauchy sequences in the Hölder space
CtC

γ
x , and hence they converge to a velocity field v and a temperature θ, respectively. Indeed, we have

}vq`1 ´ vq}γ À }vq`1 ´ vq}1´γ
0 }vq`1 ´ vq}γ1 À δ

1{2
q`1λ

γ
q`1 À λ

γ´β
q`1 ,

}θq`1 ´ θq}γ À }θq`1 ´ θq}1´γ
0 }θq`1 ´ θq}γ1 À δ

1{2
q`1λ

γ
q`1 À λ

γ´β
q`1

Moreover, regarding the Reynolds stresses, we have

}Rq}γ À }Rq}1´γ
0 }Rq}γ1 À δq`1λ

γ
q À λ

γ´2β
q`1 , }Tq}γ À }Tq}1´γ

0 }Tq}γ1 À δq`1λ
γ
q À λ

γ´2β
q`1 .

Therefore, we conclude that both Rq and Tq converge to zero in CtC
γ
x . Finally, since pq satisfies

∆pq “ div divp´vq b vq `Rq ` Rpθqe2qq,
we conclude that pq ´

ffl

pq converges, in CtC
γ
x , to some p, and ∇pq Ñ ∇p in the sense of distributions.

Therefore pv, p, θq is a weak solution to the Euler-Boussinesq system of equations with pv, θq P CtC
γ
x ˆ

CtC
γ
x . Finally, regarding the temporal support, we see that suppt v Ă r´2, 2s and suppt θ Ă r´2, 2s.
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To prove the time regularity of both velocity and the temperature, we follow the argument given in [3].
To proceed, we first fix a smooth standard mollifier ζ in space variable only, and consider v̄q :“ v ˚ ζ2´q ,
θ̄q :“ θ ˚ ζ2´q for q P N, where ζℓpxq “ ℓ´2ζpxℓ´1q. Let us recall the well-known mollification estimates

}v̄q ´ v}0 À }v}γ2´qγ , }θ̄q ´ θ}0 À }θ}γ2´qγ . (3.10)

Above estimates clearly imply that v̄q ´ v Ñ 0, and θ̄q ´ θ Ñ 0 uniformly as q Ñ 8. Next, we mollify
the equations (1.1) to obtain

$

’

&

’

%

Btv̄q ` div pv b vq ˚ ψ2´q ` ∇p ˚ ψ2´q “ θ ˚ ψ2´qe2,

div v̄q “ 0,

Btθ̄q ` divpvθq ˚ ψ2´q “ 0,

(3.11)

A classical Schauder’s estimate, for any fixed ε ą 0, reveals that

}∇p ˚ ψ2´q}0 ď }∇p ˚ ψ2´q}ε À }v}2γ 2qp1`ε´γq ` }θ}γ 2qpε´γq À
`

}v}2γ ` }θ}γ
˘

2qp1`ε´γq ,

Moreover, we have

} pv b vq ˚ ψ2´q}1 À }v}2γ2qp1´γq, } pvθq ˚ ψ2´q}1 À }v}γ}θ}γ2qp1´γq .

Hence, the equations in (3.11) imply that

}Btv̄q}0 À
`

}v}2γ ` }θ}γ
˘

2qp1`ε´γq, }Btθ̄q}0 À }v}γ}θ}γ2qp1´γq . (3.12)

Notice that, all the implicit constants in the above estimates depend on ε but not on q. We can now
conclude, thanks to (3.10) and (3.12) and γ1 ă γ

}v̄q ´ v̄q`1}
C0

xC
γ1

t

À p}v̄q ´ v}0 ` }v̄q`1 ´ v}0q1´γ1

p}Btv̄q}0 ` }Btv̄q`1}0qγ
1

À
`

}v}2γ1 ` }θ}γ1 ` }v}γ1

˘

2´qε

}θ̄q ´ θ̄q`1}
C0

xC
γ1

t

À
`

}θ̄q ´ θ}0 ` }θ̄q`1 ´ θ}0
˘1´γ1

`

}Btθ̄q}0 ` }Btθ̄q`1}0
˘γ1

À
`

}θ}γ1 ` }v}γ1 }θ}γ1

˘

2´qpγ´γ1q

Therefore, both series

v “ v̄0 `
ÿ

qě0

pv̄q`1 ´ v̄qq, and θ “ θ̄0 `
ÿ

qě0

pθ̄q`1 ´ θ̄qq

converge in C0
xC

γ1

t . Since we have already established that v, θ P C0
t C

γ
x , so we obtain v, θ P Cγ1 pR ˆ T

2q
with γ1 ă γ ă β ă 1{3 arbitrary. This finishes the proof of the theorem.

4. Set up for the Newton Steps

It is well-known that any typical Nash iteration scheme (see, for example, [18] and [19]) suffers from
the loss of derivative problem, and to overcome this issue efficiently we need to mollify the velocity,
temperature and Reynolds stresses. To that context, let us begin by defining ζ as a symmetric spatial
mollifier with vanishing first moments. We then fix the spatial mollification scale as ℓq “ pλqλq`1q´1{2.
Moreover, we denote

v̄q “ vq ˚ ζℓq , θ̄q “ θq ˚ ζℓq , Rq,0 “ Rq ˚ ζℓq , Tq,0 “ Tq ˚ ζℓq .
As before, we shall reserve the notation D̄t “ pBt ` v̄q ¨ ∇q for the material derivative associated to the
velocity field v̄q.

Next, to construct the iterative Newton perturbations, we need to make use of various time-dependent

functions. In what follows, we first fix the temporal parameter τq “
`

δ
1{2
q λqλ

α
q`1

˘´1
. Note that with this

choice of τq, we have }v̄q}1τq ď Cλ´α
q`1 ď 1 for sufficiently large a0. Also notice that the following holds:

}v̄q}1`ατq À
ˆ

λq

λq`1

˙α

À 1.

Following [21], we also introduce two sets of partition of unity in time. For that purpose, let us first
denote by tp “ pτq, for p P Z. We then define cut-off functions tηpupPZ, and tη̃pupPZ such that they satisfy
the following properties:
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(a) The squared cut-offs form a partition of unity, i.e,
ř

pPZ η
2
pptq “ 1.

(b) supp ηp Ă ptp ´ 2
3
τq, tp ` 2

3
τqq. In particular, suppχp´1 X suppχp`1 “ ∅,@p P Z.

(c) For any N ě 0 and p P Z, |BN
t ηp| À τ´N

q . Here the implicit constant depends on N only.

(d) supp η̃p Ă ptp ´ τq, tp ` τqq and η̃p “ 1 on ptp ´ 2
3
τq, tp ` 2

3
τqq. Notice that ηpη̃p “ ηp, for all p P Z.

(e) For any N ě 0 and p P Z, |BN
t η̃p| À τ´N

q . Here also the implicit constant depends on N only.

We now define time-periodic temporal building blocks which play a pivotal role in the upcoming
analysis. Note that the number of such temporally oscillatory profiles directly linked to the number of
implemented Newton steps. Let the number of such Newton steps be given by

Γ “
R

1

1{3 ´ β

V

. (4.1)

We remark that Γ only depends on β, and independent of the iteration steps. We also define the temporal
frequency parameter µq`1 ą τ´1

q by

µq`1 “ δ
1{2
q`1λ

2{3
q λ

1{3
q`1λ

4α
q`1.

Next, we recall the following lemma which essentially guarantees the disjointness of different building
blocks. In fact, this is a crucial requirement for our analysis. For a proof of the lemma, modulo cosmetic
changes, we refer to [21, Lemma 3.3].

Lemma 4.1. Let ΛR,ΛT Ă Z
2 be two disjoint sets given by the Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.5 respectively,

and Γ P N. Given any ξ P ΛR, there exist 2Γ numbers of smooth 1-periodic functions gξ,e,n, gξ,o,n : R Ñ R

with n P t1, 2, ...,Γu such that
ˆ 1

0

g2ξ,p,n “ 1, @ξ P ΛR, p P te, ou, and n P t1, 2, ...,Γu.

Moreover, for any ζ P ΛT , there exist 2Γ numbers of smooth 1-periodic functions hζ,e,n, hζ,o,n : R Ñ R

with n P t1, 2, ...,Γu such that
ˆ 1

0

h2ζ,p,n “ 1, @ζ P ΛT , p P te, ou, and n P t1, 2, ...,Γu.

Furthermore, by denoting Λ “ ΛR Y ΛT , we have

supp gξ,p,n X supp gζ,q,m X supphξ,p,n X supphζ,q,m “ ∅,

whenever pξ, p, nq ‰ pζ, q,mq P Λ ˆ te, ou ˆ t1, 2, ...,Γu.

Before concluding this section, we collect some standard estimates related to mollified velocity, mollified
temperature and Reynolds stresses in the following lemma. For a proof, we refer to [21, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 4.2. We have the following estimates:

}v̄q}N À δ1{2
q λNq , }θ̄q}N À δ1{2

q λNq , @N P t1, 2, ..., Lu, (4.2)

}Rq,0}N À δq`1λ
N´2α
q , }Tq,0}N À δq`1λ

N´2α
q , @N P t0, 1, ..., Lu, (4.3)

}D̄tRq,0}N À δq`1δ
1{2
q λN`1´2α

q , }D̄tTq,0}N À δq`1δ
1{2
q λN`1´2α

q , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u, (4.4)

}v̄q}N`L À δ1{2
q λLq ℓ

´N
q , }θ̄q}N`L À δ1{2

q λLq ℓ
´N
q , @N ě 0, (4.5)

}Rq,0}N`L À δq`1λ
L´2α
q ℓ´N

q , }Tq,0}N`L À δq`1λ
L´2α
q ℓ´N

q , @N ě 0, (4.6)

}D̄tRq,0}N`L´1 À δq`1δ
1{2
q λL´2α

q ℓ´N
q , }D̄tTq,0}N`L´1 À δq`1δ

1{2
q λL´2α

q ℓ´N
q , @N ě 0. (4.7)

Here all the implicit constants depend on the parameters M , N , and L.

We also collect some standard estimates on the forward and backward flows of v̄q. To do that, let us
first introduce the backwards flow Ψt : T

2 ˆ R Ñ T
2, starting at t, defined by

#

BsΨtpx, sq ` v̄qpx, sq ¨ ∇Ψtpx, sq “ 0,

Ψt

ˇ

ˇ

s“t
pxq “ x.

(4.8)
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Moreover, we introduce the forward flow Xt : T
2 ˆ R Ñ T

2, starting at t, defined by
#

d
ds
Xtpγ, sq “ v̄qpXtpγ, sq, sq

Xtpγ, tq “ γ.
(4.9)

Lemma 4.3. Fix any t P R. Then for any |s ´ t| ă τq, we have the following estimates:

}p∇Ψtq´1p¨, sq}N ` }∇Ψtp¨, sq}N À λNq , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u, (4.10)

}D̄tp∇Ψtq´1p¨, sq}N ` }D̄t∇Ψtp¨, sq}N À δ1{2
q λN`1

q , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u, (4.11)

}DXtp¨, sq}N À λNq , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u, (4.12)

}p∇Ψtq´1p¨, sq}N`L´1 ` }∇Ψtp¨, sq}N`L´1 À λL´1
q ℓ´N

q , @N ě 0, (4.13)

}D̄tp∇Ψtq´1p¨, sq}N`L´1 ` }D̄t∇Ψtp¨, sq}N`L´1 À δ1{2
q λLq ℓ

´N
q , @N ě 0, (4.14)

}DXtp¨, sq}N`L´1 À λL´1
q ℓ´N

q , @N ě 0. (4.15)

Here all the implicit constants depend on the parameters M , N and L.

Proof. For a proof of this lemma, we refer to [21, Lemma 3.2]. �

5. Newton Iterations

In this section, we present the construction of Newton perturbations. In what follows, we first write
down the Euler-Boussinesq-Reynolds system we will have obtained after n perturbation steps, for n P
t0, 1, ...,Γ ´ 1u. Indeed, it has the following form

$

’

&

’

%

Btvq,n ` divpvq,n b vq,nq ` ∇pq,n ´ θq,ne2 “ divRq,n ` divSq,n ` divPq`1,n,

div vq,n “ 0,

Btθq,n ` divpvq,nθq,nq “ ´ div Tq,n ` divXq,n ` div Yq`1,n,

(5.1)

where

(a) vq,n is the velocity to be defined inductively starting from vq,0 “ vq by adding n perturbations,
and similarly θq,n is the temperature to be defined inductively starting from θq,0 “ θq by adding
n perturbations;

(b) pq,n is the pressure to be defined starting from pq,0 “ pq;
(c) Rq,n, and Tq,n are gluing errors of the n-th perturbation, for n ě 1, while Rq,0 is and Tq,0 are

already defined mollified stresses;
(d) Sq,n and Xq,n are inductively defined errors to be erased by highly-oscillatory Nash perturbations,

starting from Sq,0 “ 0 and Xq,0 “ 0;
(e) Pq`1,n and Yq`1,n are inductively defined (sufficiently) small residue errors, starting from Pq`1,0 “

Rq ´Rq,0 and Yq`1,0 “ Tq ´ Tq,0.

Notice that for n “ 0, (5.1) gives back the Euler-Boussinesq-Reynolds system (3.1).

We are now ready to describe the construction of Newton perturbations w
ptq
q`1,n`1 and θ

ptq
q`1,n`1 for

the system (5.1). In what follows, we first decompose the stresses Rq,n and Tq,n by using the geometric
lemmas, Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.5, respectively. To fix the idea, let n P t0, 1, ...,Γ ´ 1u, k P Z and
ζ P ΛT , and Ψk be the backward flow characterized by BtΨk ` v̄q ¨ ∇Ψk “ 0, Ψkptk, xq “ x. Then we
define

bζ,k,n “ λ´α{2
q δ

1{2
q`1,nηkΓ

1{2
ζ

ˆ

λαq δ
´1
q`1,n∇ΨkTq,n

˙

, (5.2)

where the smooth functions Γζ are given by Lemma 2.5, and δq`1,n are defined by

δq`1,n “ δq`1

`

λq{λq`1

˘np1{3´βq
.

Let us also denote by

Zq,n “
 

k P Z | kτq P NτqpsupptRq,n X p
ď

k1PZ

suppt bζ,k1,nqq
(

,
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where Nτ pBq represents the neighbourhood of a set B of size τ . Then for any t P supptRq,n, and

t P Ť

k1PZ suppt bζ,k1,n, it holds that
ÿ

kPZq,n

η2kptq “ 1.

Moreover, for n P t0, 1, ...,Γ ´ 1u, k P Z and ξ P ΛR, we define

aξ,k,n “ δ
1{2
q`1,nηkγξ

ˆ

∇Ψk∇ΨT
k ´ ∇Ψk

Rq,n

δq`1,n

∇ΨT
k (5.3)

´ ∇Ψk

´

ÿ

ζPΛT

ÿ

k1PZq,n

δ´1
q`1,nb

2
ζ,k1,np∇Ψk1 q´1pζ b ζqp∇Ψk1 q´T

¯

∇ΨT
k

˙

,

where the smooth functions γξ are given by Lemma 2.4. To obtain the above expressions for aξ,k,n, and
bζ,k,n, we have employed similar strategies as in [24].
In view of the expression for tbζ,k,n : ζ P ΛT u in (5.2), Proposition 5.1, and Lemma 4.3, it is clear that

}∇Ψk

´

ÿ

ζPΛT

ÿ

k1PZq,n

δ´1
q`1,nb

2
ζ,k1,np∇Ψk1 q´1pζ b ζqp∇Ψk1 q´T

¯

∇ΨT
k } À λ´α

q

Therefore, arguing as in [21], for sufficiently large a0 and any α ą 0, we conclude that

∇Ψk∇ΨT
k ´∇Ψk

Rq,n

δq`1,n

∇ΨT
k ´∇Ψk

´

ÿ

ζPΛT

ÿ

k1PZq,n

δ´1
q`1,nb

2
ζ,k1,np∇Ψk1 q´1pζbζqp∇Ψk1 q´T

¯

∇ΨT
k P B1{2pIdq.

In other words, aξ,k,n is indeed well-defined for ξ P ΛR. Similarly, we can show that bζ,k,n is also well-
defined for ζ P ΛT . Indeed, Proposition 5.1 stated below will ensure that }Tq,n}0 ď δq`1,nλ

´α
q . Therefore,

on supp ηk, making use of Lemma 4.3, we conclude that

}λαq δ´1
q`1,n∇ΨkTq,n}0 À C0, for some constant C0.

The above bound allows us to use the Lemma 2.5 with N0 “ C0.
In view of Lemma 2.4, it follows that

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ξPΛR

a2ξ,k,np∇Ψkq´1ξ b ξp∇Ψkq´T “
ÿ

kPZq,n

η2kpδq`1,n Id´Rq,nq

´
ÿ

kPZq,n

η2k

ÿ

ζPΛT

ÿ

k1PZq,n

b2ζ,k1,np∇Ψk1 q´1pζ b ζqp∇Ψk1 q´T

“
ÿ

kPZq,n

η2kpδq`1,n Id´Rq,nq ´
ÿ

ζPΛT

ÿ

k1PZq,n

b2ζ,k1,np∇Ψk1 q´1pζ b ζqp∇Ψk1 q´T ,

therefore, we conclude

div
”

ÿ

kPZq,n

ˆ

ÿ

ξPΛR

a2ξ,k,np∇Ψkq´1ξ b ξp∇Ψkq´T `
ÿ

ζPΛT

b2ζ,k,np∇Ψkq´1ζ b ζp∇Ψkq´T

˙

ı

(5.4)

“ div
´

ÿ

kPZq,n

η2kpδq`1,n Id´Rq,nq
¯

“ ´ divRq,n.

Moreover, in view of Lemma 2.5, it follows that

div
”

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

b2ζ,k,np∇Ψkq´1ζ
ı

“ div
´

ÿ

kPZq,n

η2kTq,n

¯

“ div Tq,n. (5.5)

For ease of notations, we denote

Aσ,k,n “ a2ξ,k,np∇Ψkq´1ξ b ξp∇Ψkq´T ` b2ζ,k,np∇Ψkq´1ζ b ζp∇Ψkq´T , for σ P Λ,

:“ A1
ξ,k,n `A2

ζ,k,n,

Bζ,k,n “ b2ζ,k,np∇Ψkq´1ζ, for ζ P ΛT .
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5.1. Linearized Euler-Boussinesq system. Let us denote by wk,n`1 and θk,n`1 to be solutions of the
linearized Euler-Boussinesq equations with temporally oscillatory forcing. For the well-posedness theory
of smooth solutions of these equations, consult Appendix A. Note that wk,n`1 and θk,n`1 satisfy
$

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

%

Btwk,n`1 ` v̄q ¨ ∇wk,n`1 ` wk,n`1 ¨ ∇v̄q ` ∇pk,n`1 ´ θk,n`1e2

“
ÿ

ξPΛR

fξ,k,n`1pµq`1tqP divA1
ξ,k,npx, tq `

ÿ

ζPΛT

mζ,k,n`1pµq`1tqP divA2
ζ,k,npx, tq,

divwk,n`1 “ 0,

wk,n`1

ˇ

ˇ

t“tk
pxq “ 1

µq`1

«

ÿ

ξPΛR

f
r1s
ξ,k,n`1pµq`1tkqP divA1

ξ,k,npx, tkq `
ÿ

ζPΛT

m
r1s
ζ,k,n`1pµq`1tkqP divA2

ζ,k,npx, tkq
ff

,

(5.6)
and

$

&

%

Btθk,n`1 ` v̄q ¨ ∇θk,n`1 ` wk,n`1 ¨ ∇θ̄q “
ÿ

ζPΛT

mζ,k,n`1pµq`1tqdivBζ,k,npx, tq,

θk,n`1

ˇ

ˇ

t“tk
pxq “ 1

µq`1

ř

ζPΛT
m

r1s
ζ,k,n`1pµq`1tkqdivBζ,k,npx, tkq.

(5.7)

Here the functions fξ,k,n`1 : R Ñ R, and mζ,k,n`1 : R Ñ R are defined by

fξ,k,n`1 :“ 1 ´ g2ξ,k,n`1, and mζ,k,n`1 :“ 1 ´ h2ζ,k,n`1,

where

gξ,k,n`1 “
#

gξ,e,n`1, if k is even,

gξ,o,n`1, if k is odd.
and hζ,k,n`1 “

#

hζ,e,n`1, if k is even,

hζ,o,n`1, if k is odd.

Moreover, the functions f
r1s
ξ,k,n`1 and m

r1s
ζ,k,n`1 denote the primitives of the functions fξ,k,n and mζ,k,n

respectively. Indeed, we have

f
r1s
ξ,k,n`1ptq “

ˆ t

0

fξ,k,n`1psqds, and m
r1s
ζ,k,n`1ptq “

ˆ t

0

mζ,k,n`1psqds.

Notice that, thanks to the unit L2 norm of gξ,k,n`1 and hζ,k,n`1, we conclude that f
r1s
ξ,k,n`1 and m

r1s
ζ,k,n`1

are well-defined 1-periodic functions.

5.2. Newton perturbations. In view of the above, we can now define pn`1q-th Newton perturbations
in terms of the velocity field wk,n`1 and temperature θk,n`1 as follows:

w
ptq
q`1,n`1px, tq “

ÿ

kPZq,n

η̃kptqwk,n`1px, tq, and θ
ptq
q`1,n`1px, tq “

ÿ

kPZq,n

η̃kptqθk,n`1px, tq .

Moreover, we also define

p
ptq
q`1,n`1px, tq “

ÿ

kPZq,n

η̃kptqpk,n`1px, tq .

To compute the new error terms Rq,n`1, Sq,n`1, and Pq`1,n`1 at the level n` 1, we just need to plug

in the velocity field vq,n`1 “ vq,n`w
ptq
q`1,n`1 into equation (5.1). To that context, first note that w

ptq
q`1,n`1

satisfies

Btwptq
q`1,n`1 ` v̄q ¨ ∇wptq

q`1,n`1 ` w
ptq
q`1,n`1 ¨ ∇v̄q ` ∇p

ptq
q`1,n`1 ´ θ

ptq
q`1,n`1e2 “

ÿ

kPZq,n

Btη̃kwk,n`1

`
ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ξPΛR

η̃kptqfξ,k,n`1pµq`1tqP divA1
ξ,k,n `

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

η̃kptqmζ,k,n`1pµq`1tqP divA2
ζ,k,n.

Thanks to the fact that η̃kAσ,k,n “ Aσ,k,n for all k P Z, relation (5.4) reveals that
ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ξPΛR

η̃kptqfξ,k,n`1pµq`1tqP divA1
ξ,k,n `

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

η̃kptqmζ,k,n`1pµq`1tqP divA2
ζ,k,n

“
ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

σPΛ

P divAσ,k,n ´
ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ξPΛR

g2ξ,k,n`1P divA1
ξ,k,n ´

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

h2ζ,k,n`1P divA2
ζ,k,n

“ ´P divRq,n ´
ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ξPΛR

g2ξ,k,n`1P divA1
ξ,k,n ´

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

h2ζ,k,n`1P divA2
ζ,k,n.
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Keeping the above in mind, we conclude that the first equation of the system (5.1), at the level pn ` 1q,
is satisfied with

uq,n`1 “ uq,n ` w
ptq
q`1,n`1 “ vq `

n`1
ÿ

m“1

w
ptq
q`1,m, (5.8)

pq,n`1 “ pq,n ` p
ptq
q`1,n`1 ´ xwptq

q`1,n`1,

n
ÿ

m“1

w
ptq
q`1,my ´ 1

2
|wptq

q`1,n`1|2 ´ xwptq
q`1,n`1, vq ´ v̄qy (5.9)

´ ∆´1 div
”

divRq,n `
ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ξPΛR

g2ξ,k,n`1A
1
ξ,k,n `

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

h2ζ,k,n`1A
2
ζ,k,n

ı

Rq,n`1 “ R
ÿ

kPZq,n

Btη̃kwk,n`1, (5.10)

Sq,n`1 “ Sq,n ´
ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ξPΛR

g2ξ,k,n`1A
1
ξ,k,n ´

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

h2ζ,k,n`1A
2
ζ,k,n, (5.11)

Pq`1,n`1 “ Pq`1,n ` w
ptq
q`1,n`1b̊wptq

q`1,n`1 `
n
ÿ

m“1

`

w
ptq
q`1,n`1b̊wptq

q`1,m ` w
ptq
q`1,mb̊wptq

q`1,n`1

˘

` pvq ´ v̄qqb̊wptq
q`1,n`1 ` w

ptq
q`1,n`1b̊pvq ´ v̄qq. (5.12)

Since wk,n`1 has mean zero, the new stress term Rq,n`1 defined in (5.10) is well-defined.

Similarly, we plug in θq,n`1 “ θq,n ` θ
ptq
q`1,n`1 into third equation of (5.1) to compute the new error

terms Tq,n`1, Xq,n`1, and Yq`1,n`1. Notice that θ
ptq
q`1,n`1 satisfies

Btθptq
q`1,n`1 ` v̄q ¨ ∇θptq

q`1,n`1 ` w
ptq
q`1,n`1 ¨ ∇θ̄q

“
ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

η̃kptqmζ,k,n`1pµq`1tqdivBζ,k,n `
ÿ

kPZq,n

Btη̃kθk,n`1.

As before, we conclude that the third equation of the system (5.1), at the level pn` 1qth, is satisfied with

θq,n`1 “ θq,n ` θ
ptq
q`1,n`1 “ θq `

n`1
ÿ

m“1

θ
ptq
q`1,m, (5.13)

Tq,n`1 “ R
ÿ

kPZq,n

Btη̃kθk,n`1, (5.14)

Xq,n`1 “ Xq,n ´
ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

h2ζ,k,n`1Bζ,k,n, (5.15)

Yq`1,n`1 “ Yq`1,n ` w
ptq
q`1,n`1θ

ptq
q`1,n`1 `

n
ÿ

m“1

`

w
ptq
q`1,n`1θ

ptq
q`1,m ` w

ptq
q`1,mθ

ptq
q`1,n`1

˘

` pvq ´ v̄qq θptq
q`1,n`1 ` w

ptq
q`1,n`1 pθq ´ θ̄qq. (5.16)

Again, since θk,n`1 has mean zero, the new stress Tq,n`1 in (5.14) is well-defined. We are now in a
position to state and prove the main inductive proposition related to the Newton perturbations.

Proposition 5.1. Assume that the Reynolds stresses Rq,n and Tq,n satisfy

}Rq,n}N , }Tq,n}N ď δq`1,nλ
N´α
q , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u, (5.17)

}D̄tRq,n}N , }D̄tTq,n}N ď δq`1,nτ
´1
q λN´α

q , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u, (5.18)

}Rq,n}N`L´1, }Tq,n}N`L´1 À δq`1,nλ
L´1´α
q ℓ´N

q , @N ě 0, (5.19)

}D̄tRq,n}N`L´1, }D̄tTq,n}N`L´1 À δq`1,nτ
´1
q λL´1´α

q ℓ´N
q , @N ě 0. (5.20)

Here all the implicit constants depend on n, Γ, M , α and N . Moreover, assume that

supptRq,n, suppt Tq,n Ă r´2 ` pδ1{2
q λqq´1 ´ 3nτq,´1 ´ pδ1{2

q λqq´1 ` 3nτqs (5.21)

Yr1 ` pδ1{2
q λqq´1 ´ 3nτq, 2 ´ pδ1{2

q λqq´1 ` 3nτqs,
14



Then the Reynolds stresses Rq,n`1, Tq,n`1 also satisfy (5.17)-(5.21) with n replaced by n` 1.

Remark 5.2. We remark that the claim of (5.21) is immediate, in view of the definitions of η̃k, Zq,n

and the fact that the union
Ť

k1 suppt bξ,k1,n is a τq neighbourhood of the error Tq,n. Indeed, we have

supptRq,n`1, suppt Tq,n`1 Ă N3τqpsupptRq,n X suppt Tq,nq.
5.3. Proof of the Proposition 5.1. In order to furnish the proof of the Proposition 5.1, we first need
to obtain below mentioned estimates for aξ,k,n, bζ,k,n, Aσ,k,n, and Bζ,k,n. In what follows, we begin with
the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. The following estimates, thanks to the assumptions of Proposition 5.1, hold:

}aξ,k,n}N , }bζ,k,n}N À δ
1{2
q`1,nλ

N
q , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u, (5.22)

}D̄taξ,k,n}N , }D̄tbζ,k,n}N À δ
1{2
q`1,nτ

´1
q λNq , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u, (5.23)

}aξ,k,n}N`L´1, }bζ,k,n}N`L´1 À δ
1{2
q`1,nλ

L´1
q ℓ´N

q , @N ě 0, (5.24)

}D̄taξ,k,n}N`L´1, }D̄tbζ,k,n}N`L´1 À δ
1{2
q`1,nλ

L´1
q τ´1

q ℓ´N
q , @N ě 0, (5.25)

where all the implicit constants depend on n, Γ, M , α, and N .

Proof. First we deal with terms related to bζ,k,n. In fact, in view of the estimates of Lemma 4.3 and
supp bζ,k,n Ă supp ηk ˆ T

2, we have (on supp ηk)
›

›λαq δ
´1
q`1,n∇Ψk Tq,n

›

›

0
À 1.

Making use of Proposition 2.1, on supp bζ,k,n, we get

}bζ,k,n}N À λ´α{2
q δ

1{2
q`1,n} λαq δ´1

q`1,n∇Ψk Tq,n}N
À λ´α{2

q δ
1{2
q`1,nλ

α
q δ

´1
q`1,n

`

}∇Ψk}N}Tq,n}0 ` }∇Ψk}0}Tq,n}N
˘

,

for any N ą 0. Therefore, Lemma 4.3 and the assumptions of proposition 5.1 confirms the estimates
related to bζ,k,n in (5.22) and (5.24). Note that, same arguments also conclude that b2ζ,k,n satisfies the

same estimates as bζ,k,n with δ
1{2
q,n`1 replaced by δq,n`1. To deal with the term aξ,k,n, let us first introduce

the following short-hand notation:

Eζ,k,k1,n :“ ∇Ψk

´

ÿ

ζPΛT

ÿ

k1PZq,n

δ´1
q`1,nb

2
ζ,k1,np∇Ψk1 q´1pζ b ζqp∇Ψk1 q´T

¯

∇ΨT
k .

Then, on supp ηk, we have
›

›

›
∇Ψk∇ΨT

k ´ ∇Ψk

Rq,n

δq`1,n

∇ΨT
k

›

›

›

0
À 1, }Eξ,k,k1,n}0 À 1.

Therefore, again, making use of the Proposition 2.1, we obtain

}aξ,k,n}N À δ
1{2
q`1,n

´

}∇Ψk∇ΨT
k ´ ∇Ψk

Rq,n

δq`1,n

∇ΨT
k }N ` }Eζ,k,k1,n}N

¯

À δ
1{2
q`1,n

´

}∇Ψk}N ` }∇Ψk}N } Rq,n

δq`1,n

}0 ` }∇Ψk}0} Rq,n

δq`1,n

}N

` }∇Ψk}N
›

›

›

ÿ

ζPΛT

ÿ

k1PZq,n

δ´1
q`1,nb

2
ζ,k1,np∇Ψk1 q´1pζ b ζqp∇Ψk1 q´T

›

›

›

0

` δ´1
q`1,n}∇Ψk}20}b2ζ,k1,n}N ` δ´1

q`1,n}∇Ψk}0}∇Ψk}N }b2ζ,k1,n}0
¯

,

for any N ą 0. Once again, Lemma 4.3 and the assumptions of Proposition 5.1 gives the rest of the
required estimates in (5.22) and (5.24).

For the material derivative estimates, we first note that

}D̄tbζ,k,n}N À λ´α{2
q δ

1{2
q`1,n|Btηk|}Γ1{2

ζ

`

λαq δ
´1
q`1,n∇ΨkTq,n

˘

}N
` λ´α{2

q δ
1{2
q`1,n}DΓ

1{2
ζ

`

λαq δ
´1
q`1,n∇ΨkTq,n

˘

}N }D̄t

`

λαq δ
´1
q`1,n∇ΨkTq,n

˘

}0
` λ´α{2

q δ
1{2
q`1,n}DΓ

1{2
ζ

`

λαq δ
´1
q`1,n∇ΨkTq,n

˘

}0}D̄t

`

λαq δ
´1
q`1,n∇ΨkTq,n

˘

}N .
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Moreover,

}D̄tb
2
ζ,k,n}N À λ´α

q δq`1,n|Btη2k|}Γζ

`

λαq δ
´1
q`1,n∇ΨkTq,n

˘

}N
` λ´α

q δq`1,n}DΓζ

`

λαq δ
´1
q`1,n∇ΨkTq,n

˘

}N }D̄t

`

λαq δ
´1
q`1,n∇ΨkTq,n

˘

}0
` λ´α

q δq`1,n}DΓζ

`

λαq δ
´1
q`1,n∇ΨkTq,n

˘

}0}D̄t

`

λαq δ
´1
q`1,n∇ΨkTq,n

˘

}N .
Furthermore,

}D̄taξ,k,n}N À δ
1{2
q`1,n|Btηk|}γξ

`

∇Ψk∇ΨT
k ´ ∇Ψk

Rq,n

δq`1,n

∇ΨT
k ´ Eζ,k,k1,n}N

` δ
1{2
q`1,n}Dγξ

`

∇Ψk∇ΨT
k ´ ∇Ψk

Rq,n

δq`1,n

∇ΨT
k ´ Eζ,k,k1,n

˘

}N }D̄t

`

∇Ψk∇ΨT
k ´ ∇Ψk

Rq,n

δq`1,n

∇ΨT
k ´ Eζ,k,k1,n

˘

}0

` δ
1{2
q`1,n}Dγξ

`

∇Ψk∇ΨT
k ´ ∇Ψk

Rq,n

δq`1,n

∇ΨT
k ´ Eζ,k,k1,n

˘

}0}D̄t

`

∇Ψk∇ΨT
k ´ ∇Ψk

Rq,n

δq`1,n

∇ΨT
k ´ Eζ,k,k1,n

˘

}N .

In the above expressions, all the terms not involving the material derivatives can be handled as before,
thanks to Proposition 2.1. For the rest of the terms, we calculate

}D̄t

`

∇Ψk

Rq,n

δq`1,n

∇ΨT
k

˘

}N À }D̄t

Rq,n

δq`1,n

}N ` }D̄t

Rq,n

δq`1,n

}0}∇Ψk}N ` } Rq,n

δq`1,n

}N}D̄t∇Ψk}0

` } Rq,n

δq`1,n

}0}D̄t∇Ψk}N ` } Rq,n

δq`1,n

}0}D̄t∇Ψk}0}∇Ψk}N ,

}D̄tEζ,k,k1,n}N À δ´1
q`1,n

´

}D̄tc
2
ζ,k,n}N ` }D̄tc

2
ζ,k,n}0}∇Ψk}N ` }c2ζ,k,n}N}D̄t∇Ψk}0

` }c2ζ,k,n}0}D̄t∇Ψk}N ` }c2ζ,k,n}0}D̄t∇Ψk}0}∇Ψk}N
¯

,

}D̄t

`

∇Ψk∇ΨT
k

˘

}N À }D̄t∇Ψk}N ` }D̄t∇Ψk}0}∇Ψk}N .
Therefore, Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3, together with the assumptions of Proposition 5.1, confirm the estimates
(5.23) and (5.25). �

Corollary 5.4. The following estimates, thanks to the assumptions of Proposition 5.1, hold:

}Aσ,k,n}N , }Bζ,k,n}N À δq`1,nλ
N
q , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u,

}D̄tAσ,k,n}N , }D̄tBζ,k,n}N À δq`1,nτ
´1
q λNq , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u,

}Aσ,k,n}N`L´1, }Bζ,k,n}N`L´1 À δq`1,nλ
L´1
q ℓ´N

q , @N ě 0,

}D̄tAσ,k,n}N`L´1, }D̄tBζ,k,n}N`L´1 À δq`1,nλ
L´1
q τ´1

q ℓ´N
q , @N ě 0.

Here all the implicit bounds are dependent on n, Γ, M , α, and N .

Proof. Observe that the same reasoning applied in the proof of Lemma 5.3 can be used to deduce that

a2ξ,k,n satisfies analogous estimates to those of aξ,k,n, with δ
1{2
q,n`1 replaced by δq,n`1 in all instances. Then

we can estimate

}Aσ,k,n}N À }a2ξ,k,n}N }p∇Ψkq´1}20 ` }a2ξ,k,n}0}p∇Ψkq´1}N}p∇Ψkq´1}0,
and

}D̄tAσ,k,n}N À }D̄ta
2
ξ,k,n}N}p∇Ψkq´1}20 ` }D̄ta

2
ξ,k,n}0}p∇Ψkq´1}N }p∇Ψkq´1}0

` }a2ξ,k,n}N}D̄tp∇Ψkq´1}0}p∇Ψkq´1}0 ` }a2ξ,k,n}0}D̄tp∇Ψkq´1}N}p∇Ψkq´1}0
` }a2ξ,k,n}0}D̄tp∇Ψkq´1}0}p∇Ψkq´1}N .

Similarly, we have
}Bζ,k,n}N À }b2ζ,k,n}N}p∇Ψkq´1}0 ` }b2ζ,k,n}0}p∇Ψkq´1}N ,

and

}D̄tBζ,k,n}N À }D̄tb
2
ζ,k,n}N }p∇Ψkq´1}0 ` }D̄tb

2
ζ,k,n}0}p∇Ψkq´1}N

` }b2ζ,k,n}N }D̄tp∇Ψkq´1}0 ` }b2ζ,k,n}0}D̄tp∇Ψkq´1}N .
In view of Lemma 4.3, we conclude the proof of the corollary. �
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To obtain the required estimates in Proposition 5.1, we also need a technical lemma concerning the
Newton perturbations. To state it precisely, let ψk,n`1 and ϕk,n`1 represent the stream functions
associated with wk,n`1 and θk,n`1 respectively. More precisely, we define wk,n`1 “ ∇Kψk,n`1, and
ϕk,n`1 “ Rθk,n`1 Then, we have

Rq,n`1 “ R∇K
ÿ

kPZq,n

Btη̃kψk,n`1, and Tq,n`1 “
ÿ

kPZq,n

Btη̃kϕk,n`1.

Keeping in mind that R∇K is of Calderón-Zygmund type, we need to obtain estimates for the stream
functions in order to prove the Proposition 5.1. To that context, notice that ψk,n`1 and ϕk,n`1 satisfy

$

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

%

Btψk,n`1 ` v̄q ¨ ∇ψk,n`1 ´ 2∆´1∇K ¨ divpψk,n`1∇
Kv̄qq ´ ∆´1∇K ¨ divpϕk,n`1qe2

“
ÿ

ξPΛR

fξ,k,npµq`1tq∆´1∇K ¨ divA1
ξ,k,n `

ÿ

ζPΛT

mζ,k,npµq`1tq∆´1∇K ¨ divA2
ζ,k,n

ψk,n`1

ˇ

ˇ

t“tk

“ 1
µq`1

«

ÿ

ξPΛR

f
r1s
ξ,k,npµq`1tkq∆´1∇K ¨ divA1

ξ,k,n `
ÿ

ζPΛT

m
r1s
ζ,k,npµq`1tkq∆´1∇K ¨ divA2

ζ,k,n

ff

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

t“tk

,

(5.26)
and
$

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

%

Btϕk,n`1 ` v̄q ¨ ∇ϕk,n`1 ´ ϕk,n`1 ¨ ∇v̄q ´ ψk,n`1∇
Kθ̄q ` ∇Kqk,n “

ÿ

ζPΛT

mζ,k,npµq`1tqBζ,k,n

∇K ¨ ϕk,n`1 “ 0,

ϕk,n`1

ˇ

ˇ

t“tk
“ 1

µq`1

ÿ

ζPΛT

m
r1s
ζ,k,npµq`1tkqpId ´ ∇Kp∇Kq´1qBζ,k,n

ˇ

ˇ

t“tk
,

(5.27)

where the scalar function qk,n and the curl-free vector filed ϕk,n`1 are unknowns in (5.27). Notice that
p∇Kq´1 “ ∆´1∇K¨, and ∇Kqk,n can be expressed as a Fourier multiplier:

∇
Kqk,n “ ∇

K∆´1
∇

K ¨ p
ÿ

ζPΛT

mζ,k,npµq`1tqBζ,k,n ´ v̄q ¨ ∇ϕk,n`1 ` ϕk,n`1 ¨ ∇v̄q ` ψk,n`1∇
Kθ̄qq

“ ∇K∆´1∇K ¨ p
ÿ

ζPΛT

mζ,k,npµq`1tqBζ,k,n ` ϕk,n`1 ¨ ∇v̄q ` ψk,n`1∇
Kθ̄qq ´ ∆´1∇K divpϕk,n`1p∇Kv̄qqT q

:“ ∇Kp∇Kq´1
ÿ

ζPΛT

mζ,k,npµq`1tqBζ,k,n ` q1,k,n. (5.28)

We are now in a position to state the technical lemma. In what follows, we first define a vector function
Sk,n`1 :“ pψk,n`1, ϕk,n`1q, and define }Sk,n`1}m :“ }ψk,n`1}m ` }ϕk,n`1}m for any m ě 0.

Lemma 5.5. The following estimates, thanks to the assumptions of Proposition 5.1, hold on the supp η̃k:

}Sk,n`1}N`α À
δq`1,nλ

N
q ℓ

´α
q

µq`1

, @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u, (5.29)

}D̄tSk,n`1}N`α À δq`1,nλ
N
q ℓ

´α
q , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u, (5.30)

}Sk,n`1}N`L´1`α À
δq`1,nλ

L´1
q ℓ´N´α

q

µq`1

, @N ě 0, (5.31)

}D̄tSk,n`1}N`L´1`α À δq`1,nλ
L´1
q ℓ´N´α

q , @N ě 0. (5.32)

Moreover, on the supp Btη̃k, we have

}D̄tSk,n`1}N`α À
δq`1,nλ

N
q ℓ

´α
q

µq`1τq
, @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u, (5.33)

}D̄tSk,n`1}N`L´1`α À
δq`1,nλ

L´1
q ℓ´N´α

q

µq`1τq
, @N ě 0. (5.34)

Here all the implicit constants depend on n, Γ, M , α, and N .
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Proof. We first decompose ψk,n`1 into three parts as follows:

ψk,n`1 “ ψ̃1 ` Ξ̃1 ` Ξ1, (5.35)

where ψ̃1 solves
#

D̄tψ̃1 “ 2∆´1∇K ¨ divpψk,n`1∇
Kv̄qq ` ∆´1∇K ¨ divpϕk,n`1qe2

ψ̃1

ˇ

ˇ

t“tk
“ 0,

and Ξ̃1 solves the equation
$

’

&

’

%

D̄tΞ̃1 “ ´ 1
µq`1

«

ÿ

ξPΛR

f
r1s
ξ,k,npµq`1¨qD̄t∆

´1∇K ¨ divA1
ξ,k,n `

ÿ

ζPΛT

m
r1s
ζ,k,npµq`1¨qD̄t∆

´1∇K ¨ divA2
ζ,k,n

ff

Ξ̃1

ˇ

ˇ

t“tk
“ 0,

and

Ξ1 “ 1

µq`1

«

ÿ

ξPΛR

f
r1s
ξ,k,npµq`1¨q∆´1∇K ¨ divA1

ξ,k,n `
ÿ

ζPΛT

m
r1s
ζ,k,npµq`1¨q∆´1∇K ¨ divA2

ζ,k,n

ff

.

It is easy to verify the above decomposition (5.35), thanks to the uniqueness of solutions for transport
equations. Similarly, we can decompose ϕk,n`1 into the following three parts:

ϕk,n`1 “ ψ̃2 ` Ξ̃2 ` Ξ2, (5.36)

where ψ̃2 solves
#

D̄tψ̃2 “ ϕk,n`1 ¨ ∇Kv̄q ` ψk,n`1∇
Kθ̄q ` q1,k,n

ψ̃2

ˇ

ˇ

t“tk
“ 0,

Ξ̃2 is the solution to
$

&

%

D̄tΞ̃2 “ ´ 1
µq`1

ÿ

ζPΛT

m
r1s
ζ,k,npµq`1¨qD̄tpId ´ ∇Kp∇Kq´1qBζ,k,n

Ξ̃2

ˇ

ˇ

t“tk
“ 0,

and

Ξ2 “ 1

µq`1

ÿ

ζPΛT

m
r1s
ζ,k,npµq`1¨qpId ´ ∇

Kp∇Kq´1qBζ,k,n.

Estimates for ψ̃1 when N “ 0: Making use of the fact that ∆´1∇K div is a sum of operators of
Calderón-Zygmund type, we have

}D̄tψ̃1}α À }ψ∇Kv̄q}α ` }ϕ}α À }ψ}α}v̄q}1`α ` }ϕ}α,
then, it follows that

}ψ̃1p¨, tq}α À τ´1
q

ˆ t

tk

p}ψk,n`1p¨, sq}α ` }ϕk,n`1p¨, sq}αq ds.

Estimates for ψ̃2 when N “ 0: As before, notice that

}D̄tψ̃2}α À }ψ∇Kθ̄q ` ϕ∇Kv̄q ` q1}α À }ψ}α}θ̄q}1`α ` }ϕ}α}v̄q}1`α,

and, hence, we have

}ψ̃2p¨, tq}α À τ´1
q

ˆ t

tk

p}ψk,n`1p¨, sq}α ` }ϕk,n`1p¨, sq}αq ds.

Estimates for Ξ̃1 when N “ 0: We can use similar arguments to conclude

}D̄tΞ̃1}α À 1

µq`1

sup
σ

}D̄tAσ,k,n}α ` 1

µq`1

sup
σ

}rv̄q ¨ ∇,∆´1
∇

K divsAσ,k,n}α

À 1

µq`1

sup
σ

}D̄tAσ,k,n}α ` 1

µq`1

}v̄q}1`α sup
σ

}Aσ,k,n}α À
δq`1,nλ

α
q

µq`1τq
18



where we have used the commutator estimate of Proposition 2.11. Therefore, in view of proposition 2.9,
we conclude that, on supp η̃k, we have

}Ξ̃1}α À 1

µq`1

δq`1,nλ
α
q .

Estimates for Ξ̃2 when N “ 0: We can simply repeat the previous argument, as in the estimation of
the term Ξ̃1, to conclude that

}Ξ̃2}α À 1

µq`1

δq`1,nλ
α
q .

Estimates for Ξ1 and Ξ2 when N “ 0: To estimate the terms Ξ1 and Ξ2, we simply notice that

}Ξ1}α À 1

µq`1

sup
σ

}Aσ,k,n}α À
δq`1,nλ

α
q

µq`1

, }Ξ2}α À 1

µq`1

sup
ζ

}Bζ,k,n}α À
δq`1,nλ

α
q

µq`1

.

We can now plug in the above estimates in (5.35) and (5.36), to obtain

}ψk,n`1p¨, tq}α À
δq`1,nλ

α
q

µq`1

` τ´1
q

ˆ t

tk

p}ψk,n`1p¨, sq}α ` }ϕk,n`1p¨, sq}αq ds,

}ϕk,n`1p¨, tq}α À
δq`1,nλ

α
q

µq`1

` τ´1
q

ˆ t

tk

`

}ψk,n`1p¨, sq}α ` }ϕk,n`1p¨, sq}α
˘

ds,

In view of the above two estimates, Grönwall’s inequality ensures that, on supp η̃k,

}Sk,n`1}α À
δq`1,nλ

α
q

µq`1

.

Estimates for ψ̃1 when N ě 1: To obtain the higher order estimates, we fix a multi-index θ, with
|θ| “ N . Then, we have

}D̄tBθψ̃1}α À }BθD̄tψ̃1}α ` }rv̄q ¨ ∇, Bθsψ̃1}α.
For the first term, we have

}BθD̄tψ̃1}α À }Bθpψk,n`1∇
Kv̄qq}α ` }Bθϕk,n`1}α

À }v̄q}1`α}ψk,n`1}N`α ` }v̄q}N`1`α}ψk,n`1}α ` }ϕk,n`1}N`α

À }v̄q}1`α p}ψk,n`1}N`α ` }ϕk,n`1}N`αq ` }v̄q}N`1`α}ψk,n`1}α,
while for the other term, we have

}rv̄q ¨ ∇, Bθsψ̃1}α À }v̄q}N`α}ψ̃1}1`α ` }v̄q}1`α}ψ̃1}N`α

À }v̄q}1`α}ψ̃1}N`α ` }v̄q}N`1`α}ψ̃1}α,
Therefore, thanks to proposition 2.9, we have

}ψ̃1p¨, tq}N`α À
δq`1,nλ

α
q τq

µq`1

}v̄q}N`1`α ` }v̄q}1`α

ˆ t

tk

p}ψk,n`1}N`α ` }ϕk,n`1}N`αq ds

` }v̄q}1`α

ˆ t

tk

}ψ̃1p¨, sq}N`αds.

A simple application of Grönwall’s inequality yields

}ψ̃1p¨, tq}N`α À
δq`1,nλ

α
q τq

µq`1

}v̄q}N`1`α ` τ´1
q

ˆ t

tk

p}ψk,n`1}N`α ` }ϕk,n`1}N`αq ds.

Estimates for ψ̃2 when N ě 1: As before, notice that

}D̄tBθψ̃2}α À }BθD̄tψ̃2}α ` }rv̄q ¨ ∇, Bθsψ̃2}α.
For the first term, we have

}BθD̄tψ̃2}α À }Bθpψk,n`1∇
Kθ̄qq}α ` }Bθpϕk,n`1∇

Kv̄qq ` Bθq1}α
À }θ̄q}1`α}ψk,n`1}N`α ` }θ̄q}N`1`α}ψk,n`1}α ` }v̄q}1`α}ϕk,n`1}N`α ` }v̄q}N`1`α}ϕk,n`1}α,
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while for the last term, we have

}rv̄q ¨ ∇, Bθsψ̃2}α À }v̄q}N`α}ψ̃2}1`α ` }v̄q}1`α}ψ̃2}N`α}v̄q}1`α}ψ̃2}N`α ` }v̄q}N`1`α}ψ̃2}α.
Therefore, as before, we conclude that

}ψ̃2p¨, tq}N`α À
δq`1,nλ

α
q τq

µq`1

}v̄q}N`1`α `
δq`1,nλ

α
q τq

µq`1

}θ̄q}N`1`α ` }v̄q}1`α

ˆ t

tk

}ϕk,n`1}N`α ds

` }v̄q}1`α

ˆ t

tk

}ψ̃2p¨, sq}N`αds ` }θ̄q}1`α

ˆ t

tk

}ψk,n`1}N`α ds.

Again, a simple application of Grönwall’s inequality implies

}ψ̃2p¨, tq}N`α À
δq`1,nλ

α
q τq

µq`1

`

}v̄q}N`1`α ` }θ̄q}N`1`α

˘

` τ´1
q

ˆ t

tk

p}ψk,n`1}N`α ` }ϕk,n`1}N`αq ds.

Estimates for Ξ̃1 when N ě 1: We compute

}D̄tBθΞ̃1}α À }D̄tΞ̃1}N`α ` }rv̄q ¨ ∇, BθsΞ̃1}α
À 1

µq`1

sup
σ

`

}D̄tAσ,k,n}N`α ` }rv̄q ¨ ∇,∆´1
∇

K divsAσ,k,n}N`α

˘

` }rv̄q ¨ ∇, BθsΞ̃1}α

À 1

µq`1

sup
σ

`

}D̄tAσ,k,n}N`α ` }v̄q}1`α}Aσ,k,n}N`α ` }v̄q}N`1`α}Aσ,k,n}α
˘

`}v̄q}N`1`α}Ξ̃1}α ` }v̄q}1`α}Ξ̃1}N`α,

where we have used the Proposition 2.11, and treated the commutator term rv̄q ¨ ∇, Bθs as before. Then,
thanks to Proposition 2.9 and Grönwall’s inequality, we conclude

}Ξ̃1}N`α À 1

µq`1

sup
σ

`

τq}D̄tAσ,k,n}N`α ` }Aσ,k,n}N`α

˘

`
δq`1,nλ

α
q τq

µq`1

}v̄q}N`1`α.

Estimates for Ξ̃2 when N ě 1: A similar calculation reveals that

}Ξ̃2}N`α À 1

µq`1

sup
ζ

`

τq}D̄tBζ,k,n}N`α ` }Bζ,k,n}N`α

˘

`
δq`1,nλ

α
q τq

µq`1

}v̄q}N`1`α.

Estimates for Ξ1 and Ξ2 when N ě 1: Finally, we note that

}Ξ1}N`α À 1

µq`1

sup
σ

}Aσ,k,n}N`α, }Ξ2}N`α À 1

µq`1

sup
ζ

}Bζ,k,n}N`α.

We can now plug in the above estimates in (5.35) and (5.36), to obtain

}ψk,n`1p¨, tq}N`α À 1

µq`1

sup
σ

`

τq}D̄tAσ,k,n}N`α ` }Aσ,k,n}N`α ` δq`1,nλ
α
q τq}v̄q}N`1`α

˘

` τ´1
q

ˆ t

tk

p}ψk,n`1p¨, sq}N`α ` }ϕk,n`1p¨, sq}N`αq ds,

}ϕk,n`1p¨, tq}N`α À 1

µq`1

sup
ζ

`

τq}D̄tBζ,k,n}N`α ` }Bζ,k,n}N`α

˘

`
δq`1,nλ

α
q τq

µq`1

`

}v̄q}N`1`α ` }θ̄q}N`1`α

˘

` τ´1
q

ˆ t

tk

p}ψk,n`1p¨, sq}N`α ` }ϕk,n`1p¨, sq}N`αq ds.

Thus, a simple application of Grönwall’s inequality reveals that

}Sk,n`1}N`α À 1

µq`1

sup
σ

`

τq}D̄tAσ,k,n}N`α ` }Aσ,k,n}N`α ` δq`1,nλ
α
q τq}v̄q}N`1`α

˘

` 1

µq`1

sup
ζ

`

τq}D̄tBζ,k,n}N`α ` }Bζ,k,n}N`α ` δq`1,nλ
α
q τq}θ̄q}N`1`α

˘

.

Hence, thanks to Lemma 4.2 and Corollary 5.4, the estimates (5.29) and (5.31) follow.
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Finally, for the material derivative estimates of Sk,n`1, we recall (5.26) and (5.26) to conclude

}D̄tψk,n`1p¨, tq}N`α À }ψk,n`1∇
Kv̄q}N`α ` sup

σ
}Aσ,k,np¨, tq}N`α

À }ψk,n`1}N`α}v̄q}1`α ` }ψk,n`1}α}v̄q}N`1`α ` sup
σ

}Aσ,k,np¨, tq}N`α.

}D̄tϕk,n`1p¨, tq}N`α À }ψk,n`1∇
Kθ̄q}N`α ` }ϕk,n`1∇

Kv̄q}N`α ` sup
ζ

}Bζ,k,np¨, tq}N`α

À }ψk,n`1}N`α}θ̄q}1`α ` }ψk,n`1}α}θ̄q}N`1`α

` }ϕk,n`1}N`α}v̄q}1`α ` }ϕk,n`1}α}v̄q}N`1`α ` sup
ζ

}Bζ,k,np¨, tq}N`α.

Hence, thanks to Corollary 5.4 and the estimates in (5.29) and (5.31), we have the desired estimates
(5.30) and (5.32). Moreover, the estimates (5.33) and (5.34) follow likewise thanks to the observation
that Aσ,k,n “ Bζ,k,n “ 0 on supp Btη̃k. �

We are now prepared to demonstrate the main Proposition 5.1.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Since R∇K is of Calderón-Zygmund type, and the set tη̃ku is locally finite, we
conclude that

}Rq,n`1}N À }Rq,n`1}N`α À τ´1
q sup

kPZq,n

}ψk,n`1}N`α

}Tq,n`1}N À }Tq,n`1}N`α À τ´1
q sup

kPZq,n

}ϕk,n`1}N`α.

Hence for N P t0, 1, ..., L´1u, in view of the Lemma 5.5, there exists a constant C (independent of a ą a0
and q) such that

}Rq,n`1}N , }Tq,n`1}N ď Cδq`1,n

ˆ

λq

λq`1

˙1{3´β

pλq`1ℓqq´αλ´2α
q`1 λ

N
q ď pCλ´α

q`1qδq`1,n`1λ
´α
q λNq ,

Therefore, the estimates (5.17) follow by choosing sufficiently large a0. Similarly, the estimates (5.19)
follow from Lemma 5.5. For the estimates of the material derivative, on supp Btη̃k, we have

}D̄tRq,n`1}N`α À sup
kPZq,n

`

}D̄tpBtη̃kψk,n`1q}N`α ` }rv̄q ¨ ∇,R∇KsBtη̃kψk,n`1}N`α

˘

À sup
kPZq,n

`

τ´2
q }ψk,n`1}N`α ` τ´1

q }D̄tψk,n`1}N`α ` τ´1
q }v̄q}1`α}ψk,n`1}N`α ` τ´1

q }v̄q}N`1`α}ψk,n`1}α
˘

,

}D̄tTq,n`1}N`α À sup
kPZq,n

`

}D̄tpBtη̃kϕk,n`1q}N`α ` }rv̄q ¨ ∇,RdivsBtη̃kϕk,n`1}N`α

˘

À sup
kPZq,n

`

τ´2
q }ϕk,n`1}N`α ` τ´1

q }D̄tϕk,n`1}N`α ` τ´1
q }v̄q}1`α}ϕk,n`1}N`α ` τ´1

q }v̄q}N`1`α}ϕk,n`1}α
˘

,

where we have used again the Proposition 2.11. Hence, for N P t0, 1, ..., L ´ 1u, Lemmas 4.2 and 5.5
imply that

}D̄tRq,n`1}N ď Cτ´1
q δq`1,n

ˆ

λq

λq`1

˙1{3´β

pλq`1ℓqq´αλ´2α
q`1 λ

N
q ,

}D̄tTq,n`1}N ď Cτ´1
q δq`1,n

ˆ

λq

λq`1

˙1{3´β

pλq`1ℓqq´αλ´2α
q`1 λ

N
q .

Note that here the constant C is independent of the parameters a ą a0 and q. Finally, by choosing a0
sufficiently large, we conclude the proof of the proposition. �

5.4. Estimates for the Newton perturbations. We now derive estimates for the Newton perturba-
tions for velocity and temperature. First note that

w
ptq
q`1 “

Γ
ÿ

n“1

w
ptq
q`1,n and θ

ptq
q`1 “

Γ
ÿ

n“1

θ
ptq
q`1,n.
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Since Proposition 5.1 holds, and as we have previously noted, the conditions required for its application
are indeed satisfied by Rq,0 and Tq,0, we can conclude that the results derived in Lemma 5.5 are also
valid for all indices n P t0, 1, ...,Γ ´ 1u. Therefore we have the following lemma:

Lemma 5.6. We have the following estimates:

}wptq
q`1}N , }θptq

q`1}N À
δq`1λ

N`1
q ℓ´α

q

µq`1

, @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 2u, (5.37)

}D̄tw
ptq
q`1}N , }D̄tθ

ptq
q`1}N À δq`1λ

N`1
q ℓ´α

q , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 2u, (5.38)

}wptq
q`1}N`L´2, }θptq

q`1}N`L´2 À
δq`1λ

L´1
q ℓ´N´α

q

µq`1

, @N ě 0, (5.39)

}D̄tw
ptq
q`1}N`L´2, }D̄tθ

ptq
q`1}N`L´2 À δq`1λ

L´1
q ℓ´N´α

q , @N ě 0, (5.40)

Here all the implicit bounds are dependent on Γ, M , α and N . Moreover, we have

suppt w
ptq
q`1, suppt θ

ptq
q`1 Ă r´2 ` pδ1{2

q λqq´1 ´ 3Γτq,´1 ´ pδ1{2
q λqq´1 ` 3Γτqs (5.41)

Yr1 ` pδ1{2
q λqq´1 ´ 3Γτq, 2 ´ pδ1{2

q λqq´1 ` 3Γτqs.

Proof. First note that, δq`1,n ď δq`1 for all n and it is enough to give estimates for w
ptq
q`1,n`1. To obtain

estimates (5.37) and (5.39), we simply use Lemma 5.5. Indeed, we have

}wptq
q`1,n`1}N À sup

kPZq,n

}ψk,n`1}N`1`α, }θptq
q`1,n`1}N À sup

kPZq,n

}ϕk,n`1}N`1`α.

For the other estimates, we calculate

D̄tw
ptq
q`1,n`1 “

ÿ

kPZq,n

`

Btη̃k∇Kψk,n`1 ` η̃k∇
KD̄tψk,n`1 ´ η̃k∇

Kv̄q∇ψk,n`1

˘

,

D̄tθ
ptq
q`1,n`1 “

ÿ

kPZq,n

`

Btη̃k divϕk,n`1 ` η̃k div D̄tϕk,n`1 ´ η̃k∇v̄q : ∇ϕk,n`1

˘

.

Therefore, it follows that

}D̄tw
ptq
q`1,n`1}N À sup

kPZq,n

`

τ´1
q }ψk,n`1}N`1`α ` }D̄tψk,n`1}N`1`α

` }v̄q}N`1}ψk,n}1`α ` }v̄q}1}ψk,n`1}N`1`α

˘

.

}D̄tθ
ptq
q`1,n`1}N À sup

kPZq,n

`

τ´1
q }ϕk,n`1}N`1`α ` }D̄tϕk,n`1}N`1`α

` }v̄q}N`1}ϕk,n}1`α ` }v̄q}1}ϕk,n`1}N`1`α

˘

.

Again, thanks to Lemmas 4.2 and 5.5, the proof of (5.38) and (5.40) follows. Finally, thanks to the

definition of w
ptq
q`1 and Proposition 5.1, we obtain the desired temporal supports. �

For later purpose, namely for the Nash iteration step, we need to make use of the backward flow Ψ̃t

starting at t P R associated to v̄q,Γ “ v̄q ` w
ptq
q`1. Indeed, Ψ̃t satisfies

#

BsΨ̃tpx, sq ` v̄q,Γpx, sq ¨ ∇Ψ̃tpx, sq “ 0,

Ψ̃tpx, tq “ x.
(5.42)

We also write down the forward flow, given by
#

d
ds
X̃tpα, sq “ v̄q,ΓpXtpα, sq, sq,

Xtpα, tq “ α.
(5.43)

Notice that, for N P t1, 2, ..., L´ 2u, we have

}wptq
q`1}N , }θptq

q`1}N À δ1{2
q λNq

δq`1λqℓ
´α
q

µq`1δ
1{2
q

À δ1{2
q λNq

ˆ

δq`1

δq

˙1{2ˆ
λq

λq`1

˙1{3

.
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This means that v̄q,Γ and θ̄q,Γ are small perturbations of v̄q and θ̄q respectively. This also implies the
following corollary.

Corollary 5.7. We have the following estimates:

}v̄q,Γ}N , }θ̄q,Γ}N À δ1{2
q λNq , @N P t1, 2, ..., L´ 2u,

}v̄q,Γ}N`L´2, }θ̄q,Γ}N`L´2 À δ1{2
q λL´2

q ℓ´N
q , @N ě 0.

Here all the implicit bounds are dependent on Γ, M , α, and N .

Next, we collect some standard estimates related to the above mentioned forward and backward flows.
The proof is similar to that of Lemma 4.3, and we skip the details.

Corollary 5.8. For any fix t P R, and any |s´ t| ă τ with τ ď }v̄q,Γ}´1
1 , we have the following estimates:

}p∇Ψ̃tq´1p¨, sq}N ` }∇Ψ̃tp¨, sq}N À λNq , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 3u, (5.44)

}D̄t,Γp∇Ψ̃tq´1p¨, sq}N ` }D̄t,Γ∇Ψ̃tp¨, sq}N À δ1{2
q λN`1

q , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 3u, (5.45)

}DX̃tp¨, sq}N À λNq , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 3u, (5.46)

}p∇Ψ̃tq´1p¨, sq}N`L´3 ` }∇Ψ̃tp¨, sq}N`L´3 À λL´3
q ℓ´N

q , @N ě 0, (5.47)

}D̄t,Γp∇Ψ̃tq´1p¨, sq}N`L´3 ` }D̄t,Γ∇Ψ̃tp¨, sq}N`L´3 À δ1{2
q λL´2

q ℓ´N
q , @N ě 0, (5.48)

}DX̃tp¨, sq}N`L´3 À λL´3
q ℓ´N

q , @N ě 0. (5.49)

where the implicit constants depend only on Γ, M , α, and N . D̄t,Γ “ Bt ` v̄q,Γ ¨ ∇.

Remark 5.9. We remark that, by choosing a0 sufficiently large, we can make the bound of }∇Ψ̃}0
independent of the parameters of the construction.

For later purpose, we also report the following elementary stability lemma which plays a pivotal role
in the next section. For a proof, consult [21, Lemma 3.12].

Lemma 5.10. Let us fix t P R and τ ď p}v̄q,Γ}1 ` }v̄q}1q´1. Moreover, let Ψ̃t is given by (5.42), and Ψt

is given by (4.8). Then, for N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 4u, and any |s ´ t| ă τ , we have

}∇Ψtp¨, sq ´ ∇Ψ̃tp¨, sq}N ` }p∇Ψtp¨, sqq´1 ´ p∇Ψ̃tp¨, sqq´1}N À τ
δq`1λ

2
qℓ

´α
q

µq`1

λNq , (5.50)

while for N ě 0,

}∇Ψtp¨, sq ´ ∇Ψ̃tp¨, sq}N`L´4 ` }p∇Ψtp¨, sqq´1 ´ p∇Ψ̃tp¨, sqq´1}N`L´4 À τ
δq`1λ

2
qℓ

´α
q

µq`1

λL´4
q ℓ´N

q . (5.51)

Here all the implicit constants depend on Γ, M , α and N .

5.5. Final output of the Newton step. Here we summarize the Newton step and write down the final
Euler-Boussinesq-Reynolds system after Γ steps of the Newton iterations. In that context, we have

Btvq,Γ ` divpvq,Γ b vq,Γq ` ∇pq,Γ ´ θq,Γe2 “ divSq,Γ ` div
`

Rq,Γ ` Pq`1,Γ

˘

, (5.52)

Btθq,Γ ` divpvq,Γθq,Γq “ divXq,Γ ` div
`

Tq,Γ ` Yq`1,Γ

˘

,

div vq,Γ “ 0,

where notice that

(a) The velocity and temperature, after Γ steps, are defined by

vq,Γ “ vq ` w
ptq
q`1 “ vq `

Γ
ÿ

n“1

w
ptq
q`1,n, θq,Γ “ θq ` θ

ptq
q`1 “ θq `

Γ
ÿ

n“1

θ
ptq
q`1,n; (5.53)
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(b) Thanks to the inductive definition (5.9) of pq,Γ, we have

pq,Γ “ pq `
Γ
ÿ

n“1

p
ptq
q`1,n ´

Γ´1
ÿ

n“0

∆´1 div div
`

Rq,n `
ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ξPΛR

g2ξ,k,n`1A
1
ξ,k,n `

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

h2ζ,k,n`1A
2
ζ,k,n

˘

´
|wptq

q`1|2
2

` xv̄q ´ vq, w
ptq
q`1y; (5.54)

(c) The error Sq,Γ will be reduced by the Nash perturbation:

Sq,Γ “ ´
Γ´1
ÿ

n“0

ÿ

ζPΛR

ÿ

kPZq,n

g2ξ,k,n`1a
2
ξ,k,np∇Ψkq´1ξ b ξp∇Ψkq´T (5.55)

´
Γ´1
ÿ

n“0

ÿ

ζPΛT

ÿ

kPZq,n

h2ζ,k,n`1b
2
ζ,k,np∇Ψkq´1ζ b ζp∇Ψkq´T ;

(d) The error Xq,Γ will be reduced by the Nash perturbation:

Xq,Γ “ ´
Γ´1
ÿ

n“0

ÿ

ζPΛ

ÿ

kPZq,n

h2ζ,k,n`1bζ,k,n “ ´
ÿ

ζ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1c
2
ζ,k,np∇Ψkq´1ζ; (5.56)

(e) The errors Rq,Γ and Tq,Γ, in view of Proposition 5.1, are sufficiently small to be incorporated into
Rq`1;

(f) In view of (5.12), we can write the residual error Pq`1,Γ as

Pq`1,Γ “ Rq ´Rq,0 ` w
ptq
q`1b̊wptq

q`1 ` pvq ´ v̄qqb̊wptq
q`1 ` w

ptq
q`1b̊pvq ´ v̄qq; (5.57)

(g) In view of (5.16), we can write the residual error Yq`1,Γ as

Yq`1,Γ “ Tq ´ Tq,0 ` w
ptq
q`1θ

ptq
q`1 ` pvq ´ v̄qqθptq

q`1 ` w
ptq
q`1pθq ´ θ̄qq. (5.58)

Finally notice that, thanks to Proposition 5.1 and Lemma 5.6, it holds that

suppt Sq,Γ Y supptRq,Γ Y suppt Pq`1,Γ Y supptXq,Γ Y suppt Tq,Γ Y suppt Yq`1,Γ

Ă r´2 ` pδ1{2
q λqq´1 ´ 3Γτq,´1 ´ pδ1{2

q λqq´1 ` 3Γτqs Y r1 ` pδ1{2
q λqq´1 ´ 3Γτq, 2 ´ pδ1{2

q λqq´1 ` 3Γτqs.

6. Nash Iterations

It is well-known that any typical convex integration scheme also suffers from loss of (material) derivative
problem and requires another regularization procedure to resolve this problem. Therefore, in this section,
we first follow closely [26] and fix the length scale for the mollification of Reynolds stresses along the flow.

6.1. Regularization of Reynolds stress. Let us take a standard temporal mollifier ̺ on R and denote
by X̃t, the Lagrangian flow of v̄q,Γ starting at t (cf. (5.43)). Then we fix the material mollification scale

ℓt,q “ δ´1{2
q λ´1{3

q λ
´2{3
q`1 .

It is easy to verify that, for all α ą 0 sufficiently small, we have

δ1{2
q λq ă ℓ´1

t,q ă δ
1{2
q`1λq`1, ℓt,q ă µ´1

q`1 ă τq.

Next, following [26], we define

R̄q,npx, tq “
ˆ ℓt,q

´ℓt,q

Rq,npX̃tpx, t ` sq, t ` sq̺ℓt,qpsqds, (6.1)

T̄q,npx, tq “
ˆ ℓt,q

´ℓt,q

Tq,npX̃tpx, t ` sq, t` sq̺ℓt,q psqds. (6.2)

We now collect the main estimates on R̄q,n and T̄q,n. For a proof, one may consult [26], [2], or [21,
Lemma 4.1].
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Lemma 6.1. We have the following estimates:

}R̄q,n}N À δq`1,nλ
N´α
q , }T̄q,n}N À δq`1,nλ

N´α
q ,

@N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 2u. (6.3)

}D̄t,ΓR̄q,n}N À τ´1
q δq`1,nλ

N´α
q , }D̄t,ΓT̄q,n}N À τ´1

q δq`1,nλ
N´α
q ,

@N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 2u. (6.4)

}D̄2
t,ΓR̄q,n}N À ℓ´1

t,q τ
´1
q δq`1,nλ

N´α
q , }D̄2

t,ΓT̄q,n}N À ℓ´1
t,q τ

´1
q δq`1,nλ

N´α
q ,

@N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 2u. (6.5)

}R̄q,n}N`L´2 À δq`1,nλ
L´2´α
q ℓ´N

q , }T̄q,n}N`L´2 À δq`1,nλ
L´2´α
q ℓ´N

q ,

@N ě 0. (6.6)

}D̄t,ΓR̄q,n}N`L´2 À τ´1
q δq`1,nλ

L´2´α
q ℓ´N

q , }D̄t,ΓT̄q,n}N`L´2 À τ´1
q δq`1,nλ

L´2´α
q ℓ´N

q ,

@N ě 0. (6.7)

}D̄2
t,ΓR̄q,n}N`L´2 À ℓ´1

t,q τ
´1
q δq`1,nλ

L´2´α
q ℓ´N

q , }D̄2
t,ΓT̄q,n}N`L´2 À ℓ´1

t,q τ
´1
q δq`1,nλ

L´2´α
q ℓ´N

q ,

@N ě 0, (6.8)

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on Γ, M , α and N .

6.2. Nash perturbation. We make use of the shear flow in the directions of ξ given by Lemma 2.4,
and Lemma 2.5 as building blocks of the Nash perturbations. More precisely, for every σ P Λ, we define
Wσ : T2

2π Ñ R
2, and, for every ζ P ΛT , we define Vζ : T2

2π Ñ R by

Wσpxq “ 1?
2

`

eiσ
K¨x ` e´iσK¨x

˘

σ, Vζpxq “ 1?
2

`

eiζ
K¨x ` e´iζK¨x

˘

, (6.9)

where T
2
2π “ R

2{p2πZq2. For ease of notation, we also denote the corresponding stream-function by

Φσpxq “ i?
2

`

eiσ
K¨x ´ e´iσK ¨x

˘

.

It is straightforward to check the following simple properties of the vectors Wσ, and the scalars Vζ

presented in the lemma below.

Lemma 6.2. The vector fields Wσ : T2
2π Ñ R

2, and the scalars Vζ : T2
2π Ñ R, as defined above, satisfy

$

’

&

’

%

divpWσ b Wσq “ 0,

divpVζWζq “ 0,

divWσ “ 0.

and
 

T
2

2π

Wσ b Wσ “ σ b σ,

 

T
2

2π

VζWζ “ ζ.

With the help of the above mentioned building blocks, we are ready to describe the Nash perturbations.
To that context, let us first denote by Ψ̃k, the backwards flow of v̄q,Γ starting from t “ tk:

#

BtΨ̃k ` v̄q,Γ ¨ ∇Ψ̃k “ 0,

Ψ
ˇ

ˇ

t“tk
“ x.

Next, we define

b̄ζ,k,n “ λ´α{2
q δ

1{2
q`1,nηkΓ

1{2
ζ

ˆ

λαq δ
´1
q`1,n∇Ψ̃kT̄q,n

˙

,

āξ,k,n “ δ
1{2
q`1,nηkγξ

ˆ

∇Ψ̃k∇Ψ̃T
k ´ ∇Ψ̃k

R̄q,n

δq`1,n

∇Ψ̃T
k

´ ∇Ψ̃k

´

ÿ

ζPΛT

ÿ

k1PZq,n

δ´1
q`1,nb̄

2
ζ,k1,np∇Ψ̃k1 q´1pζ b ζqp∇Ψ̃k1 q´T

¯

∇Ψ̃T
k

˙

,
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and the principal part of the Nash perturbation by

w
ppq
q`1 :“

Γ´1
ÿ

n“0

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ξPΛR

gξ,k,n`1āξ,k,np∇Ψ̃kq´1
Wξpλq`1Ψ̃kq

`
Γ´1
ÿ

n“0

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

hζ,k,n`1b̄ζ,k,np∇Ψ̃kq´1
Wζpλq`1Ψ̃kq. (6.10)

θ
ppq
q`1 :“

Γ´1
ÿ

n“0

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

hζ,k,n`1b̄ζ,k,nVζpλq`1Ψ̃kq. (6.11)

Arguing as before, we first conclude that āξ,k,n is well-defined. Moreover, with the help of the stream-
function, we may write

p∇Ψ̃kq´1
Wσpλq`1Ψ̃kq “ 1

λq`1

∇K
`

Φσpλq`1Ψ̃kq
˘

.

However, w
ppq
q`1 may not be divergence-free, and we need a “corrector” to make it divergence-free. In

what follows, we define the “corrector” as follows.

w
pcq
q`1 :“ 1

λq`1

Γ´1
ÿ

n“0

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ξPΛR

gξ,k,n`1∇
Kāξ,k,nΦξpλq`1Ψ̃kq (6.12)

` 1

λq`1

Γ´1
ÿ

n“0

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

hζ,k,n`1∇
Kb̄ζ,k,nΦζpλq`1Ψ̃kq.

Then it is clear that the total Nash perturbation for the velocity w
psq
q`1 :“ w

ppq
q`1 `w

pcq
q`1 is divergence-free,

and

w
psq
q`1 “ 1

λq`1

∇
K

ˆ Γ´1
ÿ

n“0

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ξPΛR

gξ,k,n`1āξ,k,nΦξpλq`1Ψ̃kq
˙

` 1

λq`1

∇
K

ˆ Γ´1
ÿ

n“0

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

hζ,k,n`1b̄ζ,k,nΦζpλq`1Ψ̃kq
˙

(6.13)

Furthermore, we also define the “mean free corrector” θ
pcq
q`1ptq :“ ´

´

T2 θ
ppq
q`1px, tq dx. Indeed, in view of

this, the total Nash perturbation for the temperature θ
psq
q`1 “ θ

ppq
q`1 ` θ

pcq
q`1 is mean free.

We now denote the total perturbation for the velocity and the temperature by

wq`1 “ w
ptq
q`1 ` w

psq
q`1, Θq`1 “ θ

ptq
q`1 ` θ

psq
q`1.

Note that, thanks to Lemma 4.1 and the fact suppt āξ,k,n, suppt b̄ζ,k,n, suppt b̄ζ,k,n Ă suppt ηk, we conclude
that the terms in both sums have disjoint temporal supports with respect to each pair.

6.3. New Euler-Boussinesq-Reynolds system. We can now write down the Euler-Boussinesq-Reynolds
system at the level q ` 1. Indeed, let the velocity vq`1 and temperature θq`1 of proposition 3.1 be

vq`1 “ vq,Γ ` w
psq
q`1 “ vq ` w

ptq
q`1 ` w

psq
q`1 “ vq ` wq`1, (6.14)

θq`1 “ θq,Γ ` θ
psq
q`1 “ θq ` θ

ptq
q`1 ` θ

psq
q`1 “ θq ` Θq`1. (6.15)

Then the Euler-Bousinesq-Reynolds system at level q ` 1 takes the form

Btvq`1 ` divpvq`1 b vq`1q ` ∇pq`1 ´ θq`1e2 “ divRq`1,

Btθq`1 ` divpvq`1θq`1q “ div Tq`1,

with
pq`1 “ pq,Γ ` xv̄q ´ vq, w

psq
q`1y, (6.16)

and
Rq`1 “ Rq`1,L `Rq`1,O `Rq`1,R, Tq`1 “ Tq`1,L ` Tq`1,O ` Tq`1,R, (6.17)

where
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(1) The linear errors, denoted by Rq`1,L and Tq`1,L, are defined by

Rq`1,L “ R
`

D̄t,Γw
psq
q`1 ` w

psq
q`1 ¨ ∇v̄q,Γ ` θ

psq
q`1e2

˘

, Tq`1,L “ R
`

D̄t,Γθ
psq
q`1 ` w

psq
q`1 ¨ ∇θ̄q,Γ

˘

.

(2) The oscillation errors, denoted by Rq`1,O and Tq`1,O, are defined by

Rq`1,O “ RdivpSq,Γ ` w
psq
q`1 b w

psq
q`1q, Tq`1,O “ RdivpXq,Γ ` w

psq
q`1θ

psq
q`1q.

(3) The residual errors, denoted by Rq`1,R and Tq`1,R, are defined by

Rq`1,R “ Rq,Γ ` Pq`1,Γ ` w
psq
q`1b̊pvq ´ v̄qq ` pvq ´ v̄qqb̊wpsq

q`1,

Tq`1,R “ Tq,Γ ` Yq`1,Γ ` w
psq
q`1pθq ´ θ̄qq ` pvq ´ v̄qqθpsq

q`1

Remark 6.3. Notice that w
ptq
q`1, Rq,Γ, Pq`1,Γ, Sq,Γ, Tq,Γ, Yq`1,Γ, and Xq,Γ have temporal supports inside

the set

r´2 ` pδ1{2
q λqq´1 ´ 3Γτq,´1 ´ pδ1{2

q λqq´1 ` 3Γτqs Y r1 ` pδ1{2
q λqq´1 ´ 3Γτq, 2 ´ pδ1{2

q λqq´1 ` 3Γτqs.

Therefore, we conclude the same for w
psq
q`1, θ

psq
q`1, and, hence, for wq`1, Θq`1, Rq`1 and Tq`1. However,

Notice that we can choose a0 large enough to make sure that

pδ1{2
q`1λq`1q´1 ` 3Γpδ1{2

q λqq´1λ´α
q`1 ă pδ1{2

q λqq´1.

Hence, the conditions (3.9) and (3.7) are true at the level q ` 1.

6.4. Estimates for both the perturbations. We begin by collecting estimates on the amplitudes of
both Nash perturbations in the following lemma. The proof of the lemma follows closely the proof of
Lemma 5.3, with the help of Corollary 5.8 and Lemma 6.1.

Lemma 6.4. The following estimates are valid:

}āξ,k,n}N À δ
1{2
q`1,nλ

N
q , }b̄ζ,k,n}N À δ

1{2
q`1,nλ

N
q , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 3u. (6.18)

}D̄t,Γāξ,k,n}N À δ
1{2
q`1,nτ

´1
q λNq , }D̄t,Γb̄ζ,k,n}N À δ

1{2
q`1,nτ

´1
q λNq , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 3u. (6.19)

}āξ,k,n}N`L´3 À δ
1{2
q`1,nλ

L´3
q ℓ´N

q , }b̄ζ,k,n}N`L´3 À δ
1{2
q`1,nλ

L´3
q ℓ´N

q , @N ě 0. (6.20)

}D̄t,Γāξ,k,n}N`L´3 À δ
1{2
q`1,nλ

L´3
q τ´1

q ℓ´N
q , }D̄t,Γb̄ζ,k,n}N`L´3 À δ

1{2
q`1,nλ

L´3
q τ´1

q ℓ´N
q , @N ě 0, (6.21)

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on Γ, M , α and N .

We can now give the estimates of the perturbations w
psq
q`1, θ

psq
q`1. In fact, at this point we can also fix

the constant M0 and verify the inductive estimates (3.2) and (3.3).

Lemma 6.5. There exists a positive constant M0, which depends only on the parameters β and L, such
that

}wpsq
q`1}N , }θpsq

q`1}N ď M0

2
δ
1{2
q`1λ

N
q`1, @N P t0, 1, ..., Lu. (6.22)

Moreover, we also have

}wq`1}N , }Θq`1}N ď M0δ
1{2
q λNq`1, @N P t0, 1, ..., Lu. (6.23)

Proof. We can follow [21] to establish the bounds related to the velocity perturbation wq`1. Note that
in the proof, for a constant CL, we need to choose M0 “ 2CL supξ,k,n |gξ,k,n| to get the desired estimates
for the velocity perturbation. Now we only present brief details about the estimates related to the

temperature perturbation Θq`1. Notice that, the corrector term satisfies |θpcq
q`1ptq| À }θppq

q`1}0, while

thanks to disjoint temporal supports of thζ,k,n`1b̄ζ,k,nuζ,k,n, we have from (6.11)

rθppq
q`1sN ď sup

ζ,k,n

|hζ,k,n`1|rb̄ζ,k,nVζpλq`1Ψ̃kqsN

À sup
ζ,k,n

|hζ,k,n`1|
`

rVζpλq`1Ψ̃kqsN }b̄ζ,k,n}0 ` }Vζpλq`1Ψ̃kq}0}b̄ζ,k,n}N
˘

.
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We can make use of proposition 2.1 to conclude

rVζpλq`1Ψ̃kqsN À
`

}DVζpλq`1¨q}N´1}∇Ψ̃}N0 ` rVζpλq`1¨qs1}∇Ψ̃k}N´1q
À pλN`1

q`1 ` λq`1ℓ
´N
q q.

Now we can follow again [21], choose a0 large enough, and

M0 “ max
 

2CL sup
ξ,k,n

|gξ,k,n|, 2DL sup
ζ,k,n

|hζ,k,n|
(

,

where CL, DL are constants depending on L only, to conclude the proof of the estimate (6.22).
Finally, taking advantage of lemma 5.6, we conclude that

}θptq
q`1}N À δq`1λq

µq`1

ℓ´N´α
q À δ

1{2
q`1

ˆ

λq

λq`1

˙1{3

λNq`1.

Therefore, by selecting a0 to be sufficiently large, we can complete the proof of the estimate (6.23). �

Corollary 6.6. The following estimates hold:

}vq`1}0, }θq`1}0 ď Mp1 ´ δ
1{2
q`1q, (6.24)

}vq`1}N , }θq`1}N ď Mδ
1{2
q`1λ

N
q`1, @N P t1, 2, ..., Lu (6.25)

}vq`1 ´ vq}0 ` 1

λq`1

}vq`1 ´ vq}1 ` }θq`1 ´ θq}0 ` 1

λq`1

}θq`1 ´ θq}1 ď 2Mδ
1{2
q`1. (6.26)

Proof. For a proof, consult [21]. �

6.5. Estimates for the linear errors Rq`1,L and Tq`1,L. We first write

Rq`1,L “ Rpwpsq
q`1 ¨ ∇v̄q,Γq

looooooooomooooooooon

Nash error

`RpD̄t,Γw
psq
q`1q

looooooomooooooon

Transport error

`Rpθpsq
q`1e2q,

and we give details of the estimates separately. However, let us first gather some preliminary estimates
on material derivatives.

Lemma 6.7. The following bounds are valid:

}D̄t,Γ∇v̄q,Γ}N , }D̄t,Γ∇θ̄q,Γ}N À δqλ
N`2
q , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 4u, (6.27)

}D̄t,Γ∇v̄q,Γ}N`L´4, }D̄t,Γ∇θ̄q,Γ}N`L´4 À δqλ
L´2
q ℓ´N

q , @N ě 0, (6.28)

}D̄2
t,Γāξ,k,n}N , }D̄2

t,Γb̄ζ,k,n}N À δ
1{2
q`1,nτ

´1
q ℓ´1

t,qλ
N
q , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 4u, (6.29)

}D̄2
t,Γāξ,k,n}N`L´4, }D̄2

t,Γb̄ζ,k,n}N`L´4 À δ
1{2
q`1,nλ

L´4
q τ´1

q ℓ´1
t,q ℓ

´N
q , @N ě 0, (6.30)

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on Γ, M , α and N .

Proof. For the proof of (6.27) and (6.28) related to the velocity filed, we simply follow [21]. However, for
the same related to temperature, we give details below. As usual, we first write

D̄t,Γ∇θ̄q,Γ “ D̄t∇θ̄q ` D̄t∇θ
ptq
q`1 ` θ

ptq
q`1 ¨ ∇∇θ̄q,Γ.

We can rewrite the first term as

D̄t∇θ̄q “ ∇D̄tθ̄q ´ p∇θ̄qq2.
Now to get the desired estimate, we mollify the second equation in Euler-Boussinesq-Reynolds system
(3.1) to obtain

D̄tθ̄q ` div
`

pvqθqq ˚ ζℓq ´ v̄q θ̄q
˘

“ div Tq,0,

and, therefore,

}D̄t∇θ̄q}N À }D̄tθ̄q}N`1 ` }θ̄q}N`1}θ̄q}1
À }pvqθqq ˚ ζℓq ´ v̄q θ̄q}N`2 ` }Tq,0}N`2 ` }θ̄q}N`1}θ̄q}1.

Making use of the Constantin-E-Titi commutator estimate (cf. Proposition 2.3), we have

}pvqθqq ˚ ζℓq ´ v̄q θ̄q}N`2 À δqλ
N`2
q , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 4u,
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}pvqθqq ˚ ζℓq ´ v̄q θ̄q}N`L´2 À ℓ2´N
q δqλ

L
q À δqλ

L´2
q ℓ´N

q , @N ě 0.

To deal with the second term, we make use of Lemma 4.2, and we use inductive estimates to bound the
last term. To summarize, D̄t∇θ̄q satisfies the desired estimates. Next, we write

}D̄t∇θ
ptq
q`1}N À }D̄tθ

ptq
q`1}N`1 ` }θ̄q}N`1}θptq

q`1}1 ` }θ̄q}1}θptq
q`1}N`1.

Making use of Lemma 5.6 and using µq`1 ą δ
1{2
q λq, we obtain

}D̄t∇θ
ptq
q`1}N À δq`1λ

N`2
q ℓ´α

q , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 4u,
}D̄t∇θ

ptq
q`1}N`L´4 À δq`1λ

L´2
q ℓ´N´α

q , @N ě 0.

Therefore, D̄t∇w
ptq
q`1 also satisfies the desired estimates. Finally, observe that

}θptq
q`1 ¨ ∇∇θ̄q,Γ}N À }θptq

q`1}N}θ̄q,Γ}2 ` }θptq
q`1}0}θ̄q,Γ}N`2,

and in view of Lemma 5.6 and Corollary 5.7, we conclude

}wptq
q`1 ¨ ∇∇v̄q,Γ}N À δq`1

δ
1{2
q λq

µq`1

ℓ´α
q λN`2

q , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 4u,

}wptq
q`1 ¨ ∇∇v̄q,Γ}L´4`N À δq`1

δ
1{2
q λq

µq`1

λL´2
q ℓ´N´α

q , @N ě 0,

Therefore, the estimates (6.27) and (6.28) are proven. Next, we move on to proving estimates (6.29) and
(6.30). To do so, let us first introduce some notations:

X 1
k,n :“

`

∇Ψ̃k∇Ψ̃T
k ´ ∇Ψ̃k

R̄q,n

δq`1,n

∇Ψ̃T
k

˘

X
2
k,n :“ ´∇Ψ̃k

´

ÿ

ζPΛT

ÿ

k1PZq,n

δ´1
q`1,nb̄

2
ζ,k1,np∇Ψ̃k1 q´1pζ b ζqp∇Ψ̃k1 q´T

¯

∇Ψ̃T
k , X

3
k,n :“

`

λαq δ
´1
q`1,n∇Ψ̃kT̄q,n

˘

.

With the help of the above notations, we can write

D̄2
t,Γāξ,k,n “ δ

1{2
q`1,nB2

t ηkγξ
`

X 1
k,n ` X 2

k,n

˘

loooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooon

A1

` 2 δ
1{2
q`1,nBtηkDγξ

`

X 1
k,n ` X 2

k,n

˘

D̄t,Γ

`

X 1
k,n ` X 2

k,n

˘

loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

A2

` δ
1{2
q`1,nηkD̄t,Γ

„

Dγξ
`

X
1
k,n ` X

2
k,n

˘



D̄t,Γ

`

X
1
k,n ` X

2
k,n

˘

loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

A3

` δ
1{2
q`1,nηkDγξ

`

X
1
k,n ` X

2
k,n

˘

D̄2
t,Γ

`

X
1
k,n ` X

2
k,n

˘

looooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

A4

,

and

D̄2
t,Γb̄ζ,k,n “ λ´α{2

q δ
1{2
q`1,nB2

t ηkΓ
1{2
ζ

`

X 3
k,n

˘

looooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooon

B1

` 2λ´α{2
q δ

1{2
q`1,nBtηkDΓ

1{2
ζ

`

X 3
k,n

˘

D̄t,Γ

`

X 3
k,n

˘

looooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

B2

(6.31)

` λ´α{2
q δ

1{2
q`1,nηkD̄t,Γ

„

DΓ
1{2
ζ

`

X 3
k,n

˘



D̄t,Γ

`

X 3
k,n

˘

looooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

B3

`λ´α{2
q δ

1{2
q`1,nηkDΓ

1{2
ζ

`

X 3
k,n

˘

D̄2
t,Γ

`

X 3
k,n

˘

loooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooon

B4

.

Thanks to Lemma 6.1 and Corollary 5.8, we can estimate above terms. Indeed, arguing as in the proof
of Lemma 5.3, we have

}γξ
`

X 1
k,n ` X 2

k,n

˘

}N À λNq , }Γ1{2
ζ

`

X 3
k,n

˘

}N À λNq , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 4u,

}γξ
`

X 1
k,n ` X 2

k,n

˘

}N`L´4 À λL´4
q ℓ´N

q , }Γ1{2
ζ

`

X 3
k,n

˘

}N`L´4 À λL´4
q ℓ´N

q , @N ě 0,

}D̄t,Γγξ
`

X 1
k,n ` X 2

k,n

˘

}N À λNq τ
´1
q , }D̄t,ΓΓ

1{2
ζ

`

X 3
k,n

˘

}N À λNq τ
´1
q , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 4u,

}D̄t,Γγξ
`

X
1
k,n ` X

2
k,n

˘

}N`L´4 À λL´4
q τ´1

q ℓ´N
q , }D̄t,ΓΓ

1{2
ζ

`

X
3
k,n

˘

}N`L´4 À λL´4
q τ´1

q ℓ´N
q , @N ě 0.
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We can also write similar estimates when Dγξ, DΓξ replaces γξ and Γξ respectively. This would be
relevant for expressions A2, A3, A4, B2, B3, and B4. Hence, we have

}A1}N ` }A2}N ` }A3}N À δ
1{2
q`1,nτ

´2
q λNq , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 4u,

}B1}N ` }B2}N ` }B3}N À δ
1{2
q`1,nτ

´2
q λNq , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 4u,

and

}A1}N`L´4 ` }A2}N`L´4 ` }A3}N`L´4 À δ
1{2
q`1,nτ

´2
q λL´4

q ℓ´N
q , @N ě 0,

}B1}N`L´4 ` }B2}N`L´4 ` }B3}N`L´4 À δ
1{2
q`1,nτ

´2
q λL´4

q ℓ´N
q , @N ě 0.

To deal with the rest of the terms A4 and B4, we require two material derivative estimates of c̄2ζ,k,n
which can be derived as in (6.31). Therefore, we have all the required estimates except the estimate of

D̄2
t,Γ∇Ψ̃k. In fact, following [21], we have

}D̄2
t,Γ∇Ψ̃k}N À δqλ

2
qλ

N
q À τ´2

q λNq , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 4u,

}D̄2
t,Γ∇Ψ̃k}N`L´4 À δqλ

2
qλ

L´4
q ℓ´N

q À τ´2
q λL´4

q ℓ´N
q , @N ě 0.

Now we can use corollary 5.8 and lemma 6.1 to conclude

}D̄2
t,Γ

`

X 1
k,n ` X 2

k,n

˘

}N , }D̄2
t,Γ

`

X 3
k,n

˘

}N À τ´1
q ℓ´1

t,qλ
N
q , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 4u,

}D̄2
t,Γ

`

X 1
k,n ` X 2

k,n

˘

}N`L´4, }D̄2
t,Γ

`

X 3
k,n

˘

}N`L´4 À τ´1
q ℓ´1

t,qλ
L´4
q ℓ´N

q , @N ě 0.

This concludes the proof of the lemma. �

Lemma 6.8. We have the following estimates:

}Rpwpsq
q`1 ¨ ∇v̄q,Γq}N , }Rpwpsq

q`1 ¨ ∇θ̄q,Γq}N À
δ
1{2
q δ

1{2
q`1λq

λ1´α
q`1

λNq`1, @N ě 0,

}D̄t,ΓRpwpsq
q`1 ¨ ∇v̄q,Γq}N , }D̄t,ΓRpwpsq

q`1 ¨ ∇θ̄q,Γq}N À
µq`1δ

1{2
q δ

1{2
q`1λq

λ1´α
q`1

λNq`1, @N ě 0,

where the implicit constants only depend on Γ, M , α, and N .

Proof. We remark that the first and second estimates of lemma (6.8), related to the velocity field, can be
established following the same argument as in [21, Lemma 4.8], modulo cosmetic changes. In fact, other
two estimates also follow using same argument. Indeed, we can write

Rpwpsq
q`1 ¨ ∇θ̄q,Γq “ ´ 1

λq`1

Rdiv
ÿ

ξPΛR,k,n

gξ,k,n`1āξ,k,nΦξpλq`1Ψ̃kq∇Kθ̄q,Γ

´ 1

λq`1

Rdiv
ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

hζ,k,n`1b̄ζ,k,nΦζpλq`1Ψ̃kq∇Kθ̄q,Γ.

Using disjointness of temporal supports of the terms in the sum above, and Rdiv being a sum of operators
of Calderón-Zygmund type, we can follow the arguments as in [21, Lemma 4.8] to conclude the proof of
the lemma. �

Next, we move on to the estimation of the transport terms. To proceed, first note the important
remark which will be used in the following lemma:

Rpgpt, ¨q ` hptqq “ Rpgpt, ¨qq,

for every smooth periodic time-dependent vector field g and for every h which depends only on time.
Moreover, a straightforward adaptation of [1, Appendix F, G and H] reveals that Proposition 2.7 and
Proposition 2.8 are also true when R acts on a scalar function.
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Lemma 6.9. The following estimates hold

}RpD̄t,Γw
psq
q`1q}N , }RpD̄t,Γθ

psq
q`1q}N À δq`1λ

2{3
q

λ
2{3´5α
q`1

λNq`1, @N ě 0, (6.32)

}D̄t,ΓRpD̄t,Γw
psq
q`1q}N , }D̄t,ΓRpD̄t,Γθ

psq
q`1q}N À

ℓ´1
t,q δq`1λ

2{3
q

λ
2{3´5α
q`1

λNq`1, @N ě 0, (6.33)

where the implicit constants only depend on Γ, M , α, and N .

Proof. The proof of (6.32) and (6.33), related to velocity perturbation w
psq
q`1, are very similar to [21,

Lemma 4.9]. Indeed, we can write

RpD̄t,Γw
psq
q`1q “ 1

λq`1

R∇
K

ˆ

D̄t,Γ

ÿ

ξPΛR,k,n

gξ,k,n`1āξ,k,nΦξpλq`1Ψ̃kq
˙

´ 1

λq`1

Rdiv

ˆ

ÿ

ξPΛR,k,n

gξ,k,n`1āξ,k,nΦξpλq`1Ψ̃kq∇Kv̄q,Γ

˙

` 1

λq`1

R∇K

ˆ

D̄t,Γ

ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

hζ,k,n`1b̄ζ,k,nΦζpλq`1Ψ̃kq
˙

´ 1

λq`1

Rdiv

ˆ

ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

hζ,k,n`1b̄ζ,k,nΦζpλq`1Ψ̃kq∇Kv̄q,Γ

˙

.

We can deal with each of the term as in [21, Lemma 4.9]. We leave the details to the interested reader.
To derive the estimates (6.32) and (6.33), related to the temperature perturbation, first notice that, we
can write

θ
ppq
q`1 “

Γ´1
ÿ

n“0

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

hζ,k,n`1b̄ζ,k,n
looooooomooooooon

:“Eζ,k,n`1

Vζpλq`1Ψ̃kq

“
Γ´1
ÿ

n“0

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

1?
2
Eζ,k,n`1

`

eiλq`1ζ
K¨Ψ̃k ` e´iλq`1ζ

K¨Ψ̃k
˘

.

Keeping in mind that Vζpλq`1Ψ̃kq is carried by the flow of v̄q,Γ, we can calculate

D̄t,Γθ
ppq
q`1 “

Γ´1
ÿ

n“0

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

1?
2

`

D̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1

˘`

eiλq`1ζ
K¨Ψ̃k ` e´iλq`1ζ

K¨Ψ̃k
˘

D̄2
t,Γθ

ppq
q`1 “

Γ´1
ÿ

n“0

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

1?
2

`

D̄2
t,ΓEζ,k,n`1

˘`

eiλq`1ζ
K¨Ψ̃k ` e´iλq`1ζ

K¨Ψ̃k
˘

Next, we already know that

}D̄t,ΓpEζ,k,n`1q}N`α À δ
1{2
q`1µq`1ℓ

´N´α
q À δq`1λ

2{3
q λ

1{3`4α
q`1 ℓ´N´α

q (6.34)

}D̄2
t,ΓpEζ,k,n`1q}N`α À ℓ´1

t,qµq`1δ
1{2
q`1ℓ

´N
q À ℓ´1

t,q δq`1λ
2{3
q λ

1{3`4α
q`1 ℓ´N

q (6.35)

Therefore, we can apply Proposition 2.7 to conclude

›

›

›
R

´

D̄t,Γθ
psq
q`1

¯›

›

›

α
À }D̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}0

λ1´α
q`1

` }D̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}A`α ` }D̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}0}∇Ψ̃k}A`α

λA´α
q`1

À
δq`1λ

2{3
q λ

1{3`4α
q`1

λ1´α
q`1

“ δq`1λ
2{3
q

λ
2{3´5α
q`1

,

where to obtain the last inequality we choose A P N sufficiently large, in particular A ą α` 2b
b´1

. To obtain

the estimates for the higher derivatives, consider N ě 1 and let θ be a multi-index with |θ| “ N ´ 1, and
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i P t1, 2u. Then, leveraging the fact that BiR can be expressed as a sum of Calderón-Zygmund operators,
we proceed to estimate each term involved.

›

›BiBθR

´

D̄t,Γθ
psq
q`1

¯

›

›

α
À }

´

D̄t,Γθ
psq
q`1

¯

}N´1`α

À }D̄t,ΓpEζ,k,n`1q}N´1`α ` λN´1`α
q`1 }D̄t,ΓpEζ,k,n`1q}0

À δq`1λ
2{3
q λ

1{3`4α
q`1 pλN´1`α

q`1 ` ℓ´N`1´α
q q À δq`1λ

2{3
q

λ
2{3´5α
q`1

λNq`1,

and this gives the estimate (6.32), related to the temperature perturbation.
Next, to derive the estimate (6.33), we write

D̄t,ΓRpD̄t,Γθ
psq
q`1q “ RpD̄2

t,Γθ
psq
q`1q ` rD̄t,Γ,RspD̄t,Γθ

psq
q`1q “ RpD̄2

t,Γθ
psq
q`1q ` rv̄q,Γ¨,Rsp∇D̄t,Γθ

psq
q`1q.

To deal with the first term in the above expression, we again use Proposition 2.7, and choose A ą α` 2b
b´1

,
to conclude

›

›

›
R

´

D̄2
t,Γθ

psq
q`1

¯›

›

›

α
À

}D̄2
t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}0
λ1´α
q`1

`
}D̄2

t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}A`α ` }D̄2
t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}0}∇Ψ̃k}A`α

λA´α
q`1

À
ℓ´1
t,q δq`1λ

2{3
q λ

1{3`4α
q`1

λ1´α
q`1

“
ℓ´1
t,q δq`1λ

2{3
q

λ
2{3´5α
q`1

“ δq`1δ
1{2
q λqλ

5α
q`1,

and we also have

›

›BiBθR

´

D̄2
t,Γθ

psq
q`1

¯

›

›

α
À
ℓ´1
t,q δq`1λ

2{3
q

λ
2{3´5α
q`1

λNq`1 “ δq`1δ
1{2
q λqλ

N`5α
q`1 .

Finally, to deal with the commutator term, we make use of the Proposition 2.8. However, in order to

apply the Proposition 2.8, we first introduce the “phase” φζ,kpx, tq :“ eiλq`1ζ
K¨rΨ̃kpx,tq´xs so that

φζ,kpx, tqeiλq`1ζ
K¨x “ eiλq`1ζ

K¨Ψ̃kpx,tq

Moreover, we also have the estimates, for any N ě 1

}φζ,k}N À λq`1}DΨ̃k}N´1 ` λNq`1}DΨ̃k ´ Id}N0 . (6.36)

Let us now denote by

Ωζ,k :“
Γ´1
ÿ

n“0

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

φζ,kD̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1,

and write

rv̄q,Γ¨,Rsp∇D̄t,Γθ
psq
q`1q “ rv̄q,Γ¨,Rs∇Ωζ,ke

iλq`1ζ
K¨x ` iλq`1rv̄q,Γ ¨ ζK,RsΩζ,ke

iλq`1ζ
K¨x

Now we can apply the Proposition 2.8 to both terms on the right hand side of the above expression to
conclude

›

›

›
rv̄q,Γ¨,Rsp∇D̄t,Γθ

psq
q`1q

›

›

›

α

À }v̄q,Γ}1}φζ,kD̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}1
λ2´α
q`1

` C

λA´α
q`1

A´1
ÿ

i“0

}φζ,kD̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}1`i`α}v̄q,Γ}A´i`α

` λq`1}v̄q,Γ}1}φζ,kD̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}0
λ2´α
q`1

` Cλq`1

λA´α
q`1

A´1
ÿ

i“0

}φζ,kD̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}i`α}v̄q,Γ}A´i`α.

We can make use of the bounds given in Corollary 5.7, (6.34), (6.36), and choose A ą p4b´1q
3pb´1q , to conclude

›

›

›
rv̄q,Γ¨,Rsp∇D̄t,Γθ

psq
q`1q

›

›

›

α
À δq`1δ

1{2
q λ

13{6
q

λ
7{6´5α
q`1

` δq`1δ
1{2
q λ

5{3
q

λ
2{3´5α
q`1

À δq`1δ
1{2
q λqλ

5α
q`1.
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In order to estimate higher derivatives, let N ě 1 be a fixed integer, and consider a multi-index θ such
that the total order of the derivatives, |θ|, is equal to N . Then for any smooth functions b and F , we
have

Bθrb,RspF q “ rBθb,RspF q ` rb,RspBθF q.

Therefore, we apply Proposition 2.8 to conclude
›

›

›
rv̄q,Γ¨,Rsp∇D̄t,Γθ

psq
q`1q

›

›

›

N`α

À }v̄q,Γ}N`1}φζ,kD̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}1
λ2´α
q`1

` C

λA´α
q`1

A´1
ÿ

i“0

}φζ,kD̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}1`i`α}v̄q,Γ}N`A´i`α

` }v̄q,Γ}1}φζ,kD̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}N`1

λ2´α
q`1

` C

λA´α
q`1

A´1
ÿ

i“0

}φζ,kD̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}N`i`α}v̄q,Γ}A´i`α

`
λN`1
q`1 }v̄q,Γ}1}φζ,kD̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}0

λ2´α
q`1

`
CλN`1

q`1

λA´α
q`1

A´1
ÿ

i“0

}φζ,kD̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}i`α}v̄q,Γ}A´i`α

` λq`1}v̄q,Γ}N`1}φζ,kD̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}0
λ2´α
q`1

` Cλq`1

λA´α
q`1

A´1
ÿ

i“0

}φζ,kD̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}i`α}v̄q,Γ}N`A´i`α

` λq`1}v̄q,Γ}1}φζ,kD̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}N
λ2´α
q`1

` Cλq`1

λA´α
q`1

A´1
ÿ

i“0

}φζ,kD̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}N´1`i`α}v̄q,Γ}A´i`α

`
λN`1
q`1 }v̄q,Γ}1}φζ,kD̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}0

λ2´α
q`1

`
CλN`1

q`1

λA´α
q`1

A´1
ÿ

i“0

}φζ,kD̄t,ΓEζ,k,n`1}i`α}v̄q,Γ}A´i`α

À δq`1δ
1{2
q λqλ

N`5α
q`1

Here we have again used the bounds given in Corollary 5.7, (6.34), (6.36), and A ą p4b´1q
3pb´1q . This finishes

the proof of the lemma. �

Finally, we consider the following linear error term. To that context, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 6.10. The following estimates hold

}Rpθpsq
q`1e2q}N À

δ
1{2
q`1

λ1´α
q`1

λNq`1, }D̄t,ΓRpθpsq
q`1e2q}N À

ℓ´1
t,q δ

1{2
q`1

λ1´5α
q`1

λNq`1, @N ě 0, (6.37)

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on Γ, M , α, and N .

Proof. Note that it is enough to get the estimates for θ
ppq
q`1, since for every smooth periodic time-dependent

vector field g and for every h which depends only on time, we haveRpgpt, ¨q`hptqq “ Rpgpt, ¨qq. Therefore,
in order to establish the estimates (6.37), we first recall that

θ
ppq
q`1e2 “

Γ´1
ÿ

n“0

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

hζ,k,n`1b̄ζ,k,n
looooooomooooooon

:“Eζ,k,n`1

Vζpλq`1Ψ̃kqe2

“
Γ´1
ÿ

n“0

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

1?
2
Eζ,k,n`1

`

eiλq`1ζ
K¨Ψ̃k ` e´iλq`1ζ

K¨Ψ̃k
˘

e2.

Indeed, we can follow the proof of the Lemma 6.9 to get the desired estimates. Indeed, for the first

estimate, we only need informations on the perturbations θ
psq
q`1, unlike in the previous case where we

needed material derivative informations. For the second estimate also we can use similar arguments as
in Lemma 6.9. For the sake of brevity, we skip the details. �
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6.6. Oscillation error Rq`1,O. Let us first write

Rq`1,O “ RdivpSq,Γ ` w
ppq
q`1 b w

ppq
q`1q

looooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooon

Principal oscillation error

`Rdivpwppq
q`1 b w

pcq
q`1 ` w

pcq
q`1 b w

ppq
q`1 ` w

pcq
q`1 b w

pcq
q`1q

loooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

Divergence corrector error

.

To deal with the first term, we closely follow [21]. Indeed, we first recall the notation

Aσ,k,n “ a2ξ,k,np∇Ψkq´1ξ b ξp∇Ψkq´T ` b2ζ,k,np∇Ψkq´1ζ b ζp∇Ψkq´T :“ A1
ξ,k,n `A2

ζ,k,n,

and analogously denote

Āσ,k,n “ ā2ξ,k,np∇Ψ̃kq´1ξ b ξp∇Ψ̃kq´T ` b̄2ζ,k,np∇Ψ̃kq´1ζ b ζp∇Ψ̃kq´T :“ Ā1
ξ,k,n ` Ā2

ζ,k,n.

Then we compute

w
ppq
q`1 b w

ppq
q`1 “

ÿ

ξPΛR,k,n

g2ξ,k,n`1ā
2
ξ,k,np∇Ψ̃kq´1pWξ b Wξqpλq`1Ψ̃kqp∇Ψ̃kq´T

`
ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1b̄
2
ζ,k,np∇Ψ̃kq´1pWζ b Wζqpλq`1Ψ̃kqp∇Ψ̃kq´T

“
ÿ

ξPΛR,k,n

g2ξ,k,n`1ā
2
ξ,k,np∇Ψ̃kq´1ξ b ξp∇Ψ̃kq´T `

ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1b̄
2
ζ,k,np∇Ψ̃kq´1ζ b ζp∇Ψ̃kq´T

`
ÿ

ξPΛR,k,n

g2ξ,k,n`1ā
2
ξ,k,np∇Ψ̃kq´1pP‰0Wξ b Wξqpλq`1Ψ̃kqp∇Ψ̃kq´T

`
ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1b̄
2
ζ,k,np∇Ψ̃kq´1pP‰0Wζ b Wζqpλq`1Ψ̃kqp∇Ψ̃kq´T

“ ´Sq,Γ `
ÿ

ξPΛR,k,n

g2ξ,k,n`1pĀ1
ξ,k,n ´A1

ξ,k,nq `
ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1pĀ2
ζ,k,n ´A2

ζ,k,nq

`
ÿ

ξPΛR,k,n

g2ξ,k,n`1ā
2
ξ,k,np∇Ψ̃kq´1pP‰0Wξ b Wξqpλq`1Ψ̃kqp∇Ψ̃kq´T

`
ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1b̄
2
ζ,k,np∇Ψ̃kq´1pP‰0Wζ b Wζqpλq`1Ψ̃kqp∇Ψ̃kq´T ,

where P‰0 represents the Fourier projection operator that extracts the mean-zero components of 2-tensors.
We can also write

P‰0Wσ b Wσ “ Ωσσ b σ,

where Ωσ is defined by

Ωσpxq “ 1

2
pe2iσK ¨x ` e´2iσK¨xq.

This enables us to decompose the oscillation error into distinct components as:

RdivpSq,Γ ` w
ppq
q`1 b w

ppq
q`1q “ Rdiv

ˆ

ÿ

ξPΛR,k,n

g2ξ,k,n`1Ωξpλq`1Ψ̃kqĀ1
ξ,k,n

˙

`Rdiv

ˆ

ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1Ωζpλq`1Ψ̃kqĀ2
ζ,k,n

˙

` Rdiv

ˆ

ÿ

ξPΛR,k,n

g2ξ,k,n`1pĀ1
ξ,k,n ´A1

ξ,k,nq
˙

`Rdiv

ˆ

ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1pĀ2
ζ,k,n ´A2

ζ,k,nq
˙

.

To get estimates for the above terms, we need the following estimates. The proof of the following lemma
is similar to [21, Lemma 4.10]. We skip the details.

Lemma 6.11. The following bounds are valid:

}Ā1
ξ,k,n}N , }Ā2

ζ,k,n}N À δq`1,nλ
N
q , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 3u,

}D̄t,ΓĀ
1
ξ,k,n}N , }D̄t,ΓĀ

2
ζ,k,n}N À δq`1,nτ

´1
q λNq , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 3u,

}Ā1
ξ,k,n}N`L´3, }Ā2

ζ,k,n}N`L´3 À δq`1,nλ
L´3
q ℓ´N

q , @N ě 0,

}D̄t,ΓĀ
1
ξ,k,n}N`L´3, }D̄t,ΓĀ

2
ζ,k,n}N`L´3 À δq`1,nλ

L´3
q τ´1

q ℓ´N
q , @N ě 0,
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where all the implicit bounds are dependent on Γ, M , α and N . Moreover, it holds that

}Ā1
ξ,k,n ´A1

ξ,k,n}0, }Ā2
ζ,k,n ´A2

ζ,k,n}0 À δq`1,n

δ
1{2
q`1λ

1{3
q

δ
1{2
q λ

1{3
q`1

.

We can now state the estimates in the following two lemmas. Again, we skip the proofs since they are
very similar to [21, Lemma 4.11] and [21, Lemma 4.12].

Lemma 6.12. The following bounds are valid:

›

›

›

›

Rdiv

ˆ

ÿ

ξPΛR,k,n

g2ξ,k,n`1Ωξpλq`1Ψ̃kqĀ1
ξ,k,n

˙›

›

›

›

N

À δq`1λq

λ1´2α
q`1

λNq`1, @N ě 0, (6.38)

›

›

›

›

Rdiv

ˆ

ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1Ωζpλq`1Ψ̃kqĀ2
ζ,k,n

˙›

›

›

›

N

À δq`1λq

λ1´2α
q`1

λNq`1, @N ě 0, (6.39)

›

›

›

›

D̄t,ΓRdiv

ˆ

ÿ

ξPΛR,k,n

g2ξ,k,n`1Ωξpλq`1Ψ̃kqĀ1
ξ,k,n

˙›

›

›

›

N

À µq`1δq`1λ
α
q`1λ

N
q`1, @N ě 0. (6.40)

›

›

›

›

D̄t,ΓRdiv

ˆ

ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1Ωζpλq`1Ψ̃kqĀ2
ζ,k,n

˙›

›

›

›

N

À µq`1δq`1λ
α
q`1λ

N
q`1, @N ě 0. (6.41)

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on Γ, M , α, b, and N .

Lemma 6.13. The following bounds are valid:

›

›

›

›

Rdiv

ˆ

ÿ

ξPΛR,k,n

g2ξ,k,n`1pĀ1
ξ,k,n ´A1

ξ,k,nq
˙›

›

›

›

N

À δq`1

δ
1{2
q`1λ

1{3
q

δ
1{2
q λ

1{3
q`1

λαq`1λ
N
q`1, @N ě 0. (6.42)

›

›

›

›

Rdiv

ˆ

ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1pĀ2
ζ,k,n ´A2

ζ,k,nq
˙›

›

›

›

N

À δq`1

δ
1{2
q`1λ

1{3
q

δ
1{2
q λ

1{3
q`1

λαq`1λ
N
q`1, @N ě 0. (6.43)

›

›

›

›

D̄t,ΓRdiv

ˆ

ÿ

ξPΛR,k,n

g2ξ,k,n`1pĀ1
ξ,k,n ´A1

ξ,k,nq
˙›

›

›

›

N

À µq`1δq`1λ
α
q`1λ

N
q`1, @N ě 0 (6.44)

›

›

›

›

D̄t,ΓRdiv

ˆ

ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1pĀ2
ζ,k,n ´A2

ζ,k,nq
˙›

›

›

›

N

À µq`1δq`1λ
α
q`1λ

N
q`1, @N ě 0 (6.45)

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on Γ, M , α and N .

Finally, we derive the estimates for the error introduced by the divergence corrector.

Lemma 6.14. The following bounds are valid:

›

›

›
Rdivpwppq

q`1 b w
pcq
q`1 ` w

pcq
q`1 b w

ppq
q`1 ` w

pcq
q`1 b w

pcq
q`1q

›

›

›

N
À δq`1λq

λ1´α
q`1

λNq`1, @N ě 0, (6.46)

›

›

›
D̄t,ΓRdivpwppq

q`1 b w
pcq
q`1 ` w

pcq
q`1 b w

ppq
q`1 ` w

pcq
q`1 b w

pcq
q`1q

›

›

›

N
À µq`1

δq`1λq

λ1´α
q`1

λNq`1, @N ě 0, (6.47)

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on Γ, M , α, and N .

Proof. The proof follows directly from [21, Lemma 4.13], modulo cosmetic changes. �
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6.7. Oscillation error Tq`1,O. Keeping in mind that divw
psq
q`1 “ 0, we can rewrite the error as

Tq`1,O “ RdivpXq,Γ ` θ
ppq
q`1w

ppq
q`1q

looooooooooooooomooooooooooooooon

Principal oscillation error

` Rdivpθppq
q`1w

pcq
q`1q

looooooooomooooooooon

Divergence-mean corrector error

.

As usual, our aim is to cancel the error Xq,Γ with the low frequency part of the interaction of θ
ppq
q`1 and

w
ppq
q`1. To that context, let us first recall that

Bζ,k,n “ b2ζ,k,np∇Ψkq´1ζ, and B̄ζ,k,n “ b̄2ζ,k,np∇Ψ̃kq´1ζ.

Making use of disjointness properties, we write

θ
ppq
q`1w

ppq
q`1 “

ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1b̄
2
ζ,k,np∇Ψ̃kq´1pVζWζqpλq`1Ψ̃kq

“
ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1b̄
2
ζ,k,np∇Ψ̃kq´1ζ `

ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1b̄
2
ζ,k,np∇Ψ̃kq´1pP‰0VζWζqpλq`1Ψ̃kq

“ ´Xq,Γ `
ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1pB̄ζ,k,n ´Bζ,k,nq `
ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1b̄
2
ζ,k,np∇Ψ̃kq´1pP‰0VζWζqpλq`1Ψ̃kq.

As before we have P‰0VζWζ “ Ωζζ, and we can write

RdivpXq,Γ ` θ
ppq
q`1w

ppq
q`1q “ Rdiv

ˆ

ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1Ωζpλq`1Ψ̃kqB̄ζ,k,n

˙

` Rdiv

ˆ

ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1pB̄ζ,k,n ´Bζ,k,nq
˙

.

In order to estimate each of the term above, we first need the following lemma.

Lemma 6.15. The following bounds are valid:

}B̄ζ,k,n}N À δq`1,nλ
N
q , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 3u,

}D̄t,ΓB̄ζ,k,n}N À δq`1,nτ
´1
q λNq , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 3u,

}B̄ζ,k,n}N`L´3 À δq`1,nλ
L´3
q ℓ´N

q , @N ě 0,

}D̄t,ΓB̄ζ,k,n}N`L´3 À δq`1,nλ
L´3
q τ´1

q ℓ´N
q , @N ě 0,

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on Γ, M , α and N . Moreover, we have

}B̄ζ,k,n ´Bζ,k,n}0 À δq`1,n

δ
1{2
q`1λ

1{3
q

δ
1{2
q λ

1{3
q`1

.

Proof. Note that we only need to verify the last estimate, rest of the estimates follow from Corollary 5.4,
with the help of Lemma 6.4 and Corollary 5.8. In what follows, we first write

B̄ζ,k,n ´Bζ,k,n “ pb̄2ζ,k,n ´ b2ζ,k,nqp∇Ψ̃kq´1ζ ` b2ζ,k,n
`

p∇Ψ̃kq´1 ´ p∇Ψkq´1
˘

ζ.

Therefore,

}B̄ζ,k,n ´Bζ,k,n}0 À }b̄2ζ,k,n ´ b2ζ,k,n}0 ` }b2ζ,k,n}0}p∇Ψ̃kq´1 ´ p∇Ψkq´1}0.
For the first term, an application of the mean value inequality yields

}b̄2ζ,k,n ´ b2ζ,k,n}0 À }∇Ψ̃k ´ ∇Ψk}0}T̄q,n}0 ` }Tq,n ´ T̄q,n}0}∇Ψ̃k}.
Since mollification estimates yield

}Tq,n ´ T̄q,n}0 À }D̄t,ΓTq,n}0ℓt,q À δq`1,nτ
´1
q ℓt,q,

we can make use of lemmas 5.3, 5.10, 6.1, and 6.4 to conclude

}B̄ζ,k,n ´Bζ,k,n}0 À δq`1,n

ˆ

τq
δq`1λ

2

qℓ
´α
q

µq`1
` τ´1

q ℓt,q

˙

À δq`1,n

ˆ

δ
1{2
q`1

λ1{3
q

δ
1{2
q λ

1{3
q`1

` λ2{3
q

λ
2{3
q`1

λαq`1

˙

.

This concludes the proof of the lemma by choosing α sufficiently small. �
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We can now follow [21] to state results regarding the high-high-high oscillation error. Indeed, we have
the following lemmas.

Lemma 6.16. The following bounds are valid:
›

›

›

›

Rdiv

ˆ

ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1Ωζpλq`1Ψ̃kqB̄ζ,k,n

˙›

›

›

›

N

À δq`1λq

λ1´2α
q`1

λNq`1, @N ě 0, (6.48)

›

›

›

›

D̄t,ΓRdiv

ˆ

ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1Ωζpλq`1Ψ̃kqB̄ζ,k,n

˙›

›

›

›

N

À µq`1δq`1λ
α
q`1λ

N
q`1, @N ě 0. (6.49)

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on Γ, M , α, b, and N .

Lemma 6.17. The following bounds are valid:
›

›

›

›

Rdiv

ˆ

ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1pB̄ζ,k,n ´Bζ,k,nq
˙›

›

›

›

N

À δq`1

δ
1{2
q`1λ

1{3
q

δ
1{2
q λ

1{3
q`1

λαq`1λ
N
q`1, @N ě 0. (6.50)

›

›

›

›

D̄t,ΓRdiv

ˆ

ÿ

ζPΛT ,k,n

h2ζ,k,n`1pB̄ζ,k,n ´Bζ,k,nq
˙›

›

›

›

N

À µq`1δq`1λ
α
q`1λ

N
q`1, @N ě 0 (6.51)

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on Γ, M , α and N .

Lemma 6.18. The following bounds are valid:
›

›

›
Rdivpθppq

q`1w
pcq
q`1q

›

›

›

N
À δq`1λq

λ1´α
q`1

λNq`1, @N ě 0, (6.52)

›

›

›
D̄t,ΓRdivpθppq

q`1w
pcq
q`1q

›

›

›

N
À µq`1

δq`1λq

λ1´α
q`1

λNq`1, @N ě 0, (6.53)

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on Γ, M , α, and N .

Proof. The proof follows directly from [21, Lemma 4.13], modulo cosmetic changes. �

6.8. Residual errors Rq`1,R, and Tq`1,R. First notice that, in view of Pq`1,Γ and Yq`1,Γ, we can write

Rq`1,R “ Rq,Γ ` w
ptq
q`1b̊wptq

q`1 ` wq`1b̊pvq ´ v̄qq ` pvq ´ v̄qqb̊wq`1 ` pRq ´Rq,0q,
Tq`1,R “ Tq,Γ ` w

ptq
q`1θ

ptq
q`1 ` wq`1pθq ´ θ̄qq ` pvq ´ v̄qqΘq`1 ` pTq ´ Tq,0q.

Let us now estimates for each of the terms above. To begin with, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 6.19. The following bounds are valid:

}Rq,Γ}N , }Tq,Γ}N À δq`1λq

λq`1

λNq`1, @N ě 0,

}D̄t,ΓRq,Γ}N , }D̄t,ΓTq,Γ}N À τ´1
q

δq`1λq

λq`1

λNq`1, @N ě 0,

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on Γ, M , α, and N .

Proof. The proof of the lemma follows from [21, Lemma 4.14], thanks to the Proposition 5.1 and the
Lemma 5.6. �

Lemma 6.20. The following bounds are valid:

}wptq
q`1b̊wptq

q`1}N , }wptq
q`1θ

ptq
q`1}N À δq`1λ

2{3
q

λ
2{3
q`1

λNq`1, @N ě 0,

}D̄t,Γpwptq
q`1b̊wptq

q`1q}N , }D̄t,Γpwptq
q`1θ

ptq
q`1q}N À µq`1

δq`1λ
2{3
q

λ
2{3
q`1

λNq`1, @N ě 0,

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on Γ, M , α, and N .

Proof. The proof of the lemma follows from [21, Lemma 4.14], thanks to Lemma 5.6. �
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Let us now provide estimates for the error introduced by spatial mollification.

Lemma 6.21. The following bounds are valid:

›

›wq`1b̊pvq ´ v̄qq ` pvq ´ v̄qqb̊wq`1

›

›

N
À
δ
1{2
q`1δ

1{2
q λq

λq`1

λNq`1, @N P t0, 1, ..., Lu (6.54)

›

›wq`1pθq ´ θ̄qq ` pvq ´ v̄qqΘq`1

›

›

N
À
δ
1{2
q`1δ

1{2
q λq

λq`1

λNq`1, @N P t0, 1, ..., Lu (6.55)

›

›D̄t,Γ

`

wq`1b̊pvq ´ v̄qq ` pvq ´ v̄qqb̊wq`1

˘›

›

N
À δ

1{2
q`1λ

1{3
q λ

2{3
q`1

δ
1{2
q`1δ

1{2
q λq

λq`1

λNq`1, (6.56)

@N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u,
›

›D̄t,Γ

`

wq`1pθq ´ θ̄qq ` pvq ´ v̄qqΘq`1

˘›

›

N
À δ

1{2
q`1λ

1{3
q λ

2{3
q`1

δ
1{2
q`1δ

1{2
q λq

λq`1

λNq`1, (6.57)

@N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u,

}Rq ´Rq,0}N , }Tq ´ Tq,0}N À δq`1λq

λq`1

λNq`1, @N P t0, 1, ..., Lu, (6.58)

}D̄t,ΓpRq ´Rq,0q}N , }D̄t,ΓpTq ´ Tq,0q}N À δq`1δ
1{2
q λqλ

N
q`1, @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u, (6.59)

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on Γ, M , α, and N .

Proof. For the proof of (6.54), (6.56), (6.58) and (6.59), we refer to the reader [21, Lemma 4.16]. Here
we only give details of the estimates (6.55) and (6.57).

First observe that, thanks to Proposition 2.2 and inductive assumptions on θq, we have

}vq ´ v̄q}N , }θq ´ θ̄q}N À δ1{2
q

λq

λq`1

λNq`1.

Therefore, we can use estimates of Lemma 6.5 to conclude (6.55). Indeed, we have

›

›wq`1pθq ´ θ̄qq ` pvq ´ v̄qqΘq`1

›

›

N
À }wq`1}N}θq ´ θ̄q}0 ` }Θq`1}0}vq ´ v̄q}N À

δ
1{2
q`1δ

1{2
q λq

λq`1

λNq`1,

To estimate (6.57), we first recall that we have (cf. Lemma 6.14 and Lemma 6.20)

}D̄t,Γw
psq
q`1}N , }D̄t,Γθ

psq
q`1}N À µq`1δ

1{2
q`1λ

N
q`1, }D̄t,Γw

ptq
q`1}N , }D̄t,Γθ

ptq
q`1}N À µq`1

δ
1{2
q`1λ

1{3
q

λ
1{3
q`1

λNq`1,

Moreover, following [21], we have

}D̄t,Γpvq ´ v̄qq}N À δ
1{2
q`1λ

1{3
q λ

2{3
q`1

δ
1{2
q λq

λq`1

λNq`1, @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u,

while for the other term, we notice that

D̄t,Γpθq ´ θ̄qq “ w
ptq
q`1 ¨ ∇pθq ´ θ̄qq ` D̄tpθq ´ θ̄qq,

where

}wptq
q`1 ¨ ∇pθq ´ θ̄qq}N À

δ
1{2
q`1λ

1{3
q

λ
1{3
q`1

δ1{2
q

λq

λq`1

λN`1
q`1 , @N P t0, 1..., L´ 1u.

Therefore, we need to estimate the term D̄tpvq ´ v̄qq. To that context, we write

D̄tpθq ´ θ̄qq “ pBtθq ` vq ¨ ∇θqq ´ pBtθq ` vq ¨ ∇θqq ˚ ζℓq ` pv̄q ´ vqq ¨ ∇θq ` divppvqθqq ˚ ζℓq ´ v̄qθ̄qq.
Thanks to the Euler-Biussinesq-Reynolds system 3.1, we can write

}pBtvq ` vq ¨ ∇θqq ´ pBtvq ` vq ¨ ∇θqq ˚ ζℓq}N À } div Tq ´ div Tq,0}N ,
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and Proposition 2.2 yields

} divTq ´ div Tq,0}N À
δq`1λ

2
q

λq`1

λNq`1, @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u.

Moreover, we have

}pv̄q ´ vqq ¨ ∇θq}N À }v̄q ´ vq}N}θq}1 ` }v̄q ´ vq}0}θq}N`1 À
δqλ

2
q

λq`1

λNq`1, @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u,

and Constantin-E-Titi commutator estimate (cf. Proposition 2.3) yields

} divppvqθqq ˚ ζℓq ´ v̄q θ̄qq}N À
δqλ

2
q

λq`1

λNq`1, @N ě 0.

Therefore, we conclude that

}D̄t,Γpθq ´ θ̄qq}N À δ
1{2
q`1λ

1{3
q λ

2{3
q`1

δ
1{2
q λq

λq`1

λNq`1, @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u.

This essentially finishes the proof of the lemma. �

6.9. The Pressure term. Recalling the expression (5.54) for pq,Γ, we write

pq`1 “ pq `
Γ
ÿ

n“1

p
ptq
q`1,n ´

|wptq
q`1|2
2

` xv̄q ´ vq, wq`1y

´
Γ´1
ÿ

n“0

∆´1 div div
`

Rq,n `
ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ξPΛR

g2ξ,k,n`1A
1
ξ,k,n `

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

h2ζ,k,n`1A
2
ζ,k,n

˘

.

Lemma 6.22. The following bounds are valid:

}pq`1}N À
δ
1{2
q`1δ

1{2
q λ

1{3
q

λ
1{3
q`1

λNq`1, @N P t1, 2, ..., Lu, (6.60)

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on Γ, M , α, and N .

Proof. We have

}pq`1}N À }pq}N ` }|wptq
q`1|2}N ` }xv̄q ´ vq, wq`1y}N `

Γ
ÿ

n“1

}pptq
q`1,n}N

`
Γ´1
ÿ

n“0

}∆´1 div div
`

Rq,n `
ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ξPΛR

g2ξ,k,n`1A
1
ξ,k,n `

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

h2ζ,k,n`1A
2
ζ,k,n

˘

}N

First notice that, inductive assumptions give us

}pq}N À
δ
1{2
q`1δ

1{2
q λ

1{3
q

λ
1{3
q`1

, @N P t1, 2, ..., Lu.

Next, recall that p
ptq
q`1,n “ ř

k η̃kpk,n, and (5.6) implies

pk,n “ ∆´1r´2 divpwk,n ¨ ∇v̄qq ` divpθk,ne2qs “ ∆´1 div divp2ψk,n∇
Kv̄q `Aϕq,

where Aϕ denotes the 2ˆ 2 matrix with entries Aϕp1, 1q “ Aϕp1, 2q “ 0, and Aϕp2, 1q “ Aϕp2, 2q “ ϕk,n.
Since ∆´1 div div is a Calderón-Zygmund type operator, we have, for N ě 0,

}pk,n}N`α À }ψk,n}N`α}∇v̄q}α ` }ψk,n}α}∇v̄q}N`α ` }ϕk,n}N`α

À δq`1

µq`1

δ1{2
q λqλ

N`2α
q`1 À

δ
1{2
q`1δ

1{2
q λ

1{3
q

λ
1{3
q`1

λNq`1.
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Fir the other term, thanks to sufficiently small α ą 0, Lemma 5.4 and Proposition 5.1, we have for N ě 1,

}∆´1 div div
`

Rq,n `
ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ξPΛR

g2ξ,k,n`1A
1
ξ,k,n `

ÿ

kPZq,n

ÿ

ζPΛT

h2ζ,k,n`1A
2
ζ,k,n

˘

}N`α

À }Rq,n}N`α ` }Aσ,k,n}N`α À
δ
1{2
q`1δ

1{2
q λ

1{3
q

λ
1{3
q`1

.

Finally, the estimates for |wptq
q`1|2 and xv̄q ´ vq, wq`1y are the same as in Lemma 6.20 and Lemma 6.21,

respectively. This finishes the proof. �

Corollary 6.23. The following bounds are valid:

}pq`1}N ď M2δq`1λ
N
q`1, @N P t1, 2, ..., Lu. (6.61)

Proof. The proof follows from [21, Lemma 4.18]. �

6.10. Verification of inductive estimates at level q` 1. Note that Corollary 6.6 and Corollary 6.23
confirm the inductive estimates regarding the velocity field, temperature and the pressure. For the desired
estimates on the Reynolds stresses, we have the following result.

Corollary 6.24. The following bounds are valid:

}Rq`1}N , }Tq`1}N ď δq`2λ
N´2α
q`1 , @N P t0, 1, ..., Lu, (6.62)

}Dt,q`1Rq`1}N , }Dt,q`1Tq`1}N ď δq`2δ
1{2
q`1λ

N`1´2α
q`1 , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u. (6.63)

Proof. We have all the required estimates to furnish the proof. In fact, in view of the estimates obtained
in the previous sections, we have

}Rq`1}N , }Tq`1}N À
ˆ

δ
1{2
q δ

1{2
q`1λq

λq`1

` δq`1λ
2{3
q

λ
2{3
q`1

` δq`1λq

λq`1

`
δ
3{2
q`1λ

1{3
q

δ
1{2
q λ

1{3
q`1

˙

λ5αq`1λ
N
q`1.

It is easy to see, thanks to 1 ă b ă 1`3β
6β

and β ă 1{3, that the last term of the above expression is

dominant and we have (for sufficiently large a0, sufficiently small α ą 0 and for all N P t0, 1, ..., Lu):

}Rq`1}N , }Tq`1}N À
δ
3{2
q`1λ

1{3
q

δ
1{2
q λ

1{3
q`1

λ5αq`1λ
N
q`1 ď δq`2λ

N´2α
q`1 .

To obtain material derivative estimates associated with vq`1, we first write

}Dt,q`1Rq`1}N À }D̄t,ΓRq`1}N ` }pvq ´ v̄qq ¨ ∇Rq`1}N ` }wpsq
q`1 ¨ ∇Rq`1}N ,

}Dt,q`1Tq`1}N À }D̄t,ΓTq`1}N ` }pvq ´ v̄qq ¨ ∇Tq`1}N ` }wpsq
q`1 ¨ ∇Tq`1}N

Again, collecting all the estimates derived in the previous sections, for all N P t0, 1, ..., L´1u, we conclude
that

}D̄t,ΓRq`1}N , }D̄t,ΓTq`1}N À
ˆ

δq`1δ
1{2
q λ

5{3
q

λ
2{3
q`1

` δq`1δ
1{2
q λq ` δ

3{2
q`1λ

2{3
q λ

1{3
q`1 `

δ
3{2
q`1λ

5{3
q

λ
2{3
q`1

`
δq`1δ

1{2
q λ2q

λq`1

`
δ
3{2
q`1λ

4{3
q

λ
1{3
q`1

` δq`1δ
1{2
q λ

4{3
q

λ
1{3
q`1

˙

λ5αq`1λ
N
q`1.

Therefore, thanks to b ă 1`3β
6β

ă 1
3β

, we have for sufficiently small α ą 0,

}D̄t,ΓRq`1}N , }D̄t,ΓTq`1}N ď δq`2δ
1{2
q`1λ

N`1´2α
q`1 , @N P t0, 1, ..., L´ 1u.

For the rest of the terms, thanks to Lemma 6.5, we have

}pv̄q ´ vqq ¨ ∇Rq`1}N , }pv̄q ´ vqq ¨ ∇Tq`1}N À δq`2δ
1{2
q`1λ

N`1´2α
q`1 ,

}wpsq
q`1 ¨ ∇Rq`1}N , }wpsq

q`1 ¨ ∇Tq`1}N À δq`2δ
1{2
q`1λ

N`1´2α
q`1 .

This finishes the proof of the lemma. �
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Appendix A. Well-posedness Results for the Linearized Euler-Boussinesq Equations

Here we discuss, for any fixed T ą 0 and dimension d ě 2, the well-posedness results of the linearized
Euler-Boussinesq system of equations on the domain r´T, T s ˆ T

d. In what follows, we consider the
following linearized Euler-Boussinesq equations:

$

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

%

Btw ` v ¨ ∇w ` w ¨ ∇v ` ∇p` Θe2 “ F

BtΘ ` v ¨ ∇Θ ` w ¨ ∇θ “ G

divw “ 0,

w
ˇ

ˇ

t“0
“ w0, Θ

ˇ

ˇ

t“0
“ Θ0,

(A.1)

Here the unknowns are the scalar temperature Θ : r´T, T s ˆ T
d Ñ R, the vector-field w : r´T, T s ˆ

T
d Ñ R

d, and the pressure p : r´T, T s ˆ T
d Ñ R. Moreover, u is a given divergence-free vector field.

Furthermore, θ : r´T, T s ˆ T
d Ñ R, F : r´T, T s ˆ T

d Ñ R
d, G : r´T, T s ˆ T

d Ñ R, w0 : Td Ñ R
d and

Θ0 : Td Ñ R
d are all known smooth functions, the source term F is divergence-free, and the source term

G has mean-zero. Note that, we can calculate the pressure, up to a constant by

´∆p “ div divpv b w ` w b vq ` divpΘe2q “ 2 divpw ¨ ∇vq ` divpΘe2q. (A.2)

Hence, we can recast the first equation of the above system (A.1) as follows:
#

Btw ` v ¨ ∇w ` pId´2∇∆´1 divqpw ¨ ∇vq ´ ∇∆´1 divpΘe2q ` Θe2 “ F

w
ˇ

ˇ

t“0
“ w0.

(A.3)

Now we are in a position to state and prove the global well-posedness results for the system of equations
given by (A.1). In fact, we will assume that the pressure p has mean zero to make sure it is uniquely
determined by the pressure equation (A.2).

Proposition A.1. Let us fix T ą 0, N P Nzt0u, α P p0, 1q. Moreover, assume that the velocity and
the temperature v, θ P Cpr´T, T s;CN`1`αpTdqq, the source terms F,G P Cpr´T, T s;CN`αpTdqq and
w0,Θ0 P CN`αpTdq such that w0 is divergence-free. Then, there exists a unique solution pw,Θ, pq of the
system (A.1) in the following regularity class:

w,Θ P Cpr´T, T s;CN`αpTdqq X C1pr´T, T s;CN´1`αpTdqq, and p P Cpr´T, T s;CN`αpTdqq.

Proof. We first prove the local existence of solutions to (A.1). In fact, we will establish well-posedness
results for w and Θ only, in the required regularity class, since the estimate for the pressure p will
follow from the pressure equation (A.2). For the local existence of solutions, we first let q P Nzt0u and
inductively define wq ,Θq P CtC

N`α
x X C1

t C
N´1`α
x as solutions of the following system:

$

’

&

’

%

Btwq ` v ¨ ∇wq ` T pwq´1 ¨ ∇vq ´ SpΘq´1e2q ` Θq´1e2 “ F

BtΘq ` v ¨ ∇Θq ` wq´1 ¨ ∇θ “ G

wq

ˇ

ˇ

t“0
“ w0, Θq

ˇ

ˇ

t“0
“ Θ0.

Here T and S are the Calderón-Zygmund type operators pId´2∇∆´1 divq and ∇∆´1 div respectively.
We can now apply the standard Cauchy-Lipschitz theory, for ordinary differential equations, to prove the
existence and uniqueness of the solutions (for all time) wq, and Θq. Moreover, notice that

wqpx, tq “ w0pΨpx, tqq ´
ˆ t

0

T pwq´1 ¨ ∇vqpXpΨpx, tq, sq, sqds `
ˆ t

0

F pXpΨpx, tq, sq, sqds,

`
ˆ t

0

SpΘq´1e2qpXpΨpx, tq, sq, sqds ´
ˆ t

0

Θq´1e2pXpΨpx, tq, sq, sqds

Θqpx, tq “ Θ0pΨpx, tqq ´
ˆ t

0

pwq´1 ¨ ∇θqpXpΨpx, tq, sq, sqds `
ˆ t

0

GpXpΨpx, tq, sq, sqds,

where, as before, we denote by X and Ψ, the forward and backwards flows of v, respectively. Notice that,
in view of the above expressions and induction on q, we can conclude wq,Θq P CtC

N`α
x . Moreover, we
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conclude that wq,Θq P C1
t C

N´1`α
x , since

Btwq “ ´v ¨ ∇wq ´ T pwq´1 ¨ ∇vq ´ SpΘq´1e2q ` Θq´1e2 ` F,

BtΘq “ ´v ¨ ∇Θq ´ wq´1 ¨ ∇θ `G.

For a sufficiently small τ ą 0, it is also easy to see that both the sequences twmu and tΘmu are Cauchy
in the space Cpr´τ, τ s;CN`αpTdqq X C1pr´τ, τ s;CN´1`αpTdqq. Indeed, to see this, let us denote by
vq “ wq`1 ´ wq and zq “ Θq`1 ´ Θq. Then, they satisfy

$

’

&

’

%

Btvq ` v ¨ ∇vq ` T pvq´1 ¨ ∇vq ´ Spzq´1e2q ` zq´1e2 “ 0,

Btzq ` v ¨ ∇zq ´ vq´1 ¨ ∇θ “ 0,

vq
ˇ

ˇ

t“0
“ 0, zq

ˇ

ˇ

t“0
“ 0.

Then, thanks to Proposition 2.9 and under the assumption τ}v}N`α ă 1, we have

}vq}α À τ}T pvq´1 ¨ ∇vq ´ Spzq´1e2q ` zq´1e2}α À τ p}vq´1}α ` }zq´1}αq ,
Moreover, for all 1 ď k ď N , we have

rvqsk`α À τ}T pvq´1 ¨ ∇vq ´ Spzq´1e2q ` zq´1e2}k`α À τ p}vq´1}k`α ` }zq´1}k`αq .
Therefore, we conclude that

}vq}N`α ď Cτ p}vq´1}N`α ` }zq´1}N`αq ,
where the constant C depends on N , α and }v}N`1`α. Similarly, under the same assumption τ}v}N`α ă
1, Proposition 2.9 implies

}zq}N`α ď Cτ}vq´1}N`α.

If we choose τ such that Cτ ă 1{2, then, combining above two estimates, we obtain

p}vq}N`α ` }zq}N`αq ď 1

2q
p}v0}N`α ` }z0}N`αq .

In other words, both the sequences twqu and tΘqu are Cauchy in Cpr´τ, τ s;CN`αpTdqq. To conclude
that both the sequences are also Cauchy in C1pr´τ, τ s;CN´1`αpTdqq, we see that for q, q1 P Nzt0u, we
have

}Btpwq ´ wq1 q}N´1´α ` }BtpΘq ´ Θq1 q}N´1´α À }wq ´ wq1 }N`α ` }Θq ´ Θq1 }N`α

` }wq´1 ´ wq1´1}N´1`α ` }Θq´1 ´ Θq1´1}N´1`α.

Then, by defining,

w “ lim
qÑ8

wq P Cpr´τ, τ s;CN`αpTdqq X C1pr´τ, τ s;CN´1`αpTdqq,

Θ “ lim
qÑ8

Θq P Cpr´τ, τ s;CN`αpTdqq X C1pr´τ, τ s;CN´1`αpTdqq,

we can conclude that w and Θ solves the system (A.1) on the time interval r´τ, τ s. This proves the
existence of local solutions to (A.1).

It is also clear that such local solutions are unique. Indeed, by denoting w1 and w2, two solutions of
the first equation of (A.1), and Θ1 and Θ2, two solutions of the second equation of (A.1), we see that
y :“ w2 ´ w1 and z :“ Θ2 ´ Θ1 satisfy

$

’

&

’

%

Bty ` v ¨ ∇y ` T py ¨ ∇vq ´ Spze2q ` ze2 “ 0,

Btz ` v ¨ ∇z ´ y ¨ ∇θ “ 0,

y
ˇ

ˇ

t“0
“ 0, z

ˇ

ˇ

t“0
“ 0.

Again, a simple application of Proposition 2.9, under the assumption |t|}v}1 ď 1, reveals that

}yp¨, tq}α À
ˆ t

0

}T py ¨ ∇vqp¨, sq ´ Spze2q ` ze2}αds À
ˆ t

0

p}yp¨, sq}α ` }zp¨, sq}αq ds,

}zp¨, tq}α À
ˆ t

0

}py ¨ ∇θqp¨, sq}αds À
ˆ t

0

}yp¨, sq}αds,
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Therefore, a standard Grönwall’s argument reveals that y “ z “ 0, inside the time interval p´}v}´1
1 , }v}´1

1 q.
To obtain the global uniqueness, we simply cover the interval r´T, T s by intervals of length }v}´1

1 .
To prove the existence of global-in-time solutions, we first denote by tp “ 1

2
pτ , for p P Z. Moreover,

we denote the unique solutions by w0 and Θ0 on the interval p´τ, τq, with initial data w0
ˇ

ˇ

t“0
“ w0 and

Θ0
ˇ

ˇ

t“0
“ Θ0 respectively. Furthermore, we define wp, and Θp to be the solutions on ptp´τ, tp`τqXr´T, T s

with initial conditions

wp
ˇ

ˇ

t“tp
“

#

wp´1ptpq, if p ą 0,

wp`1ptpq, if p ă 0,
and Θp

ˇ

ˇ

t“tp
“
#

Θp´1ptpq, if p ą 0,

Θp`1ptpq, if p ă 0,

respectively. Thanks to uniqueness result, we can now define global-in-time solutions wp¨, tq “ wpp¨, tq,
for t P ptp ´ τ, tp ` τq, and Θp¨, tq “ Θpp¨, tq, for t P ptp ´ τ, tp ` τq. This finishes the proof of the
proposition. �

Remark A.2. If we are given that v, θ, F,G P C8pr´T, T s ˆ T
dq, and w0,Θ0 P C8pTdq, then we

conclude that the unique solutions w and Θ belongs to the regularity class C8pr´T, T s ˆ T
dq. In fact,

the conclusion w,Θ P CtC
8
x is clear, and for the regularity in time, observe that

Btw “ ´v ¨ ∇w ´ pId´2∇∆´1 divqpw ¨ ∇vq ´ ∇∆´1 divpΘe2q ` Θe2 ` F,

BtΘ “ ´v ¨ ∇Θ ´ w ¨ ∇θ `G

and, therefore, we conclude

w,Θ P Cp
t C

8
x ùñ Btw, BtΘ P Cp

t C
8
x ùñ w,Θ P Cp`1

t C8
x .
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