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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 (v, 8) 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 (v, ) resides in the Holder space
CY(R x T2?) x CY(R x T2) for any exponent v < 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

0w + div(v ® v) + Vp = feq,
dive =0, (1.1)
0:0 + div(vl) = 0,

in the periodic setting x € T? := R?/Z2, where v : R x T? — R? is a velocity field, § : R x T?> — R
denotes the temperature which is a scalar function, p : R x T? — R is the scalar pressure, and e, is the
standard unit vector i.e., e; = (0,1)7. 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 6 = 0, the Euler-Boussinesq system ([L1]) 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
Holder 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) C% solutions must conserve kinetic energy for a > 1/3.
(b) For any o < 1/3, there exists non-conservative (dissipative) weak solutions in the Hélder class
Coe,
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Note that the first part of the aforementioned conjecture was established by Constantin et. al. in [I3] (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 Hélder continuous
solutions was achieved through the work of Camillo De Lellis and Laszl6 Szekelyhidi. In their foundational
paper [I8], they devised an iterative scheme that leveraged Beltrami flows on the three-dimensional torus
T3 and the Geometric Lemma, successfully constructing continuous periodic solutions with prescribed
kinetic energy. This framework was later refined to produce [I9] Holder continuous periodic solutions
with exponents o < 1/10, while maintaining the specified energy profile. Since then, a significant body
of work has been devoted to this area ([1l 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 C¢(C?*), with
a < 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 ([I). 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 (LI and provided a blow-
up criterion for these solutions. Moreover, any (sufficiently) smooth solution (v, ) of (ILIl) with initial
data (vo, 0p) satisfies following two identities for all £ € RT and p > 1:

t
lo@IZ2(r2y = lvolZa(re) +/0 /Tz 0z, s)va(x, ) de,  |0(t)]Ler2) = [6o]Lr(T2)- (1.2)

In this work, we focus on weak solutions of (II]), 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 (LI)). A weak solution is defined as a tuple (v,p, ) € (L. (R; L*(T?)))? that satisfies (1))
in the distributional sense, meaning the following;:

(a) For all p € C*(R x T?;R?), with divy =0
// (U-@tgo—i-v@v:Vgo-i—@eg-cp)d:vdt:O.
R JT2

(b) For all ¢ € CX(R x T% R)

/ / (9(%(;5 + vl - V(b) dxdt = 0.
R JT2
(c) For any 1) € C*(T?;R), and any time ¢ € R,

/ v(t,z) - Vip(z) dz = 0.
T2

The authors in [39] studied the system (L) and constructed Hélder continuous weak solutions (v, ) €
Cﬁ%mf (R x R?) x C’t%; (R x R?) 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 Holder exponent at which a weak solution satisfies (L2)? 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 Hélder space CyC7(T?).
Then

(a) If v > 1/3, then 0(t)| 1»(rsy is conserved for all 1 < p < 0.

(a) If v < 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 Holder continuous solutions in two spatial dimensions that
violate (.2). However, unlike the results in [31], the threshold exponent for (I2]) 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 [Tl
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
(I in two spatial dimensions. Inspired by the earlier work of Giri and Radu [21I] on the incompressible
Euler equations, we successfully construct Onsager-critical regular solutions for (II]) on the 2-dimensional
torus that violate (L2)). We emphasize that our findings significantly diverge from all prior results on
the Euler-Boussinesq equations (LIJ). Notably, any solution to the two-dimensional Euler-Boussinesq
equations can be effortlessly extended to a k-dimensional solution for & > 2.

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

Theorem 1.2 (Main Theorem). Given any 0 < v < 1/3, there exist compactly supported (in time),
non-trivial, weak solutions (v,0) to (1) in the Hélder space C7 (R x T?) x C7(R x T?).

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 > 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 [I0]) 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

Second, for the Nash iteration step, the velocity perturbations must be carefully designed to consist of
two components: one addressing the error term R,, which arises from the self-interaction of the velocity
field v, and the other responsible for reducing the error term 7,, which stems from the interaction
between v and the temperature field §. 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 2.4l and Lemma 2.5l Additionally, precise estimates of various new terms present in (L.I)) are
required to achieve optimal Nash errors. For a comprehensive discussion, refer to Section

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 [I5] 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 B
which plays a crucial role in the proof of Main Theorem We collect all preliminary results, required
for the Newton step, in Section [ while we give details of Newton perturbations, and estimates for
the total Newton perturbations in Section 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 Sectionffl 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 A, and B,: we write A < B to mean
that A < CB for some constant C' that is independent of the parameter q. We denote by PP, the
standard Leray projection operator onto divergence-free vector fields, the standard inner product in R?
will be denoted by (), while ® denotes the usual tensor product and ® denotes the trace-less part of
it. Furthermore, by supp,(g), we denote the temporal support of the function g on [0,7] x T3, i.e.,
supp,(g) := {t : 3 = with g(¢,x) # 0}.

We set Ng = NuU {0}. For a € [0,1), M € Ny, we denote supremum norm, Holder semi-norm and norm
of a vector or a tensor field ¢ : T?> — R by

|D?g(x) — Dg(y)|

lglo := sup [g(x)],  [g]lmr = sup [D%glo, [glarsa = sup sup = ;
zeT2 |6]=M |6]=M z#y |z —yl
M

lgllar = > [gl), lgllar+a = llglar + [g]nr+a-
=0

By an abuse of notation, for a time-dependent function g, we denote
gl = sup g, t)lar, lglarsa = suplgl, )larra-

Moreover, to denote spatial Holder 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

l9lar+a < 19000, v 1913y aps With M + o = MMy + a1) + (1 = \)(Ma + a2),

where the implicit bound is dependent on M, M7, Ms, o, a1 and as. Recall also the classical estimate
for product of functions

| £9larsa < (1flarvalglo + 1 lolglar+a)-

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 Holder estimates for composition of functions.
For a proof, we refer to [19].

Proposition 2.1. For any two given smooth functions ¥ : Q — R and u : R* — Q for some Q < RV,
and for any M € N\{0}, we have the following estimates:

[ ou]y < ([9)i|Dular—1 + D ar—rfuly" ™ |ullar),
[ ou]y < ([9]i|Dulrr—1 + DY ar—1[u]?’).
Here all the implicit constants depend on M, N,n.

Next, we recall two lemmas regarding mollification estimates. For a detailed proof, consult [14].
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Proposition 2.2. For any standard symmetric mollifier ¥ and any smooth function f € C®(T?), we
have the following estimate:

If = % Celar < ) flars2, for any M > 0.
Here the implicit bound in only dependent on M.

Proposition 2.3. For any standard symmetric mollifier ¥ and smooth functions f,g e C®(T?), we have
the following estimate:

[(fg) * We — (f* We)(g * Co)|n < MM (I fareallgls + 1 £110glar+1),
for N = M > 0. Here the implicit bound is dependent on N and M.

Note that the case M = 0 of Proposition 23] is proved in [14], while the case M > 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 T3, but a closer look reveals that the same argument can be used for TZ.

Lemma 2.4. Let By/,(Id) represent the metric ball centered at the identity matriz Id in the space S§2x2
of symmetric 2 x 2 matrices. Then, there is a finite set Ar < Z* and smooth functions e By p(I1d) — R,
for each & € AR, such that
R= ) %#(RE®E,
£eAR
whenever R € Byy(1d).

Lemma 2.5. Suppose Ar := {&1,62,&} < Z2\{0} be such that {&1,&} is an orthogonal frame and
& = —(& + &). Then for any Nog > 0, there are affine functions {T'¢, }1<i<s © CP(Why; [No, 0)) with
domain Wy, = {ve R?: |v| < No} such that

3
v = Z Te, ()&, YveWn,.
i=1

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 [I1]):
(Ru)” = Afl(aiuj + 8jui - divuéij), (21)

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
div Ru = 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
(Rf)i = A™'oif.

Indeed, for a mean-zero scalar function, we have div Rf = f. We also recall the following version of the
stationary phase lemma. For a proof, we refer the reader to [I6].

Proposition 2.7. Let a € (0,1) and M > 1. Let a € C*(T?), ¥ € C*(T?;R?) be smooth functions and
assume that

ct< VY| <C
holds on T?. Then

ik lallar + |lallo| V¥ ar
/JTZ a(x)ekq’dx < |k|M , (22)
and for the operator R defined in (Z1]), we have
ik lalo , lalar+a +llaloV¥[ar+a
R (e )], < el el 29

where the implicit constants depend on C, o and M, but not on k.
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Finally, we recall the following proposition on commutator estimates. For a proof of this lemma, we
refer to [I, Prop. H.1].

Proposition 2.8. Let k be a fired element in Z*\{0}, o € (0,1), and set G = b(z)e*** for a smooth
vector field b e C*(T?;R?). Then for any smooth function a, we have

I[a, RIG) < A°72[Bllolals + CA*T™ (bl m-1+allali+a + [blalalm+a)
where the constant C' depends on o and m.

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

of +w-Vi=g, fl_, =fo (2.4)
For a proof of the following proposition, we refer to [I].

Proposition 2.9. Assume that |t — to]|w|1 < 1. Then every solution f to the transport equation (2.4
satisfies following estimates:

1700 < 1follo +/t lgC,Dlodr, £ 8)]a < 2(1fola +/t lg(, )l adr),

for a €[0,1]. Moreover, for any M =1 and a € [0, 1),
[fCo)]arra S [folara + |t = tol[ularsalfolr + /t (oG, Matva + (= 7)[ularvalg( 7)) dr.

Here the implicit constant depends on M and «. As a by product, the backwards flow U, defined in ([LS]),
of the velocity field w starting at t = ty satisfies

IVU(st) =Tdfo s [t = tol[w]r,  [WC,8)]ar [t = tol[w]ar, VM > 2.

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

Sicf@) =PV | Ko =) Fy) dy

Here K2 denotes the periodized version of a smooth (away from the origin), zero mean (on circles centred
at the origin), homogeneous kernel K : R? — R:

Kr2(2) = K(2) + Y. (K(z+n)— K(n)).
nez2\{0}

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

Proposition 2.10. The T?-periodic Calderon-Zygmund operators are bounded on the space of periodic,
zero mean C® functions, for any « € (0,1).

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

Proposition 2.11. Let Sk be a Calderon-Zygmund operator as mentioned above, and e € CM+2(T?2) be
a given vector field. Then, for any f € CM+*(T?), a e (0,1) and M > 0, we have

ISk, e - VIfmta S [elival flarra + lelarsial fla-

Here the implicit constant depends on o, M, and K.
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3. INDUCTION SCHEME

The proof of the Main theorem 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 ¢ € N denotes different
levels of the iteration, and the smooth tuple (vq,pq,04, Rq, Ty) solves following the Euler-Boussinesq-
Reynolds system at the level ¢

O1vg + div(vg ® vg) + Vpg — Oge2 = div Ry,
div v, = 0, (3.1)
0104 + div(vg8y) = div Ty.

Here R, is a symmetric 2-tensor field, and transport error Tj is a vector field. Assuming the “error
(R4, T,)” is suitably small, our main job is find a new Euler-Boussinesq-Reynolds system at the level
q + 1 with new “error (Rg+1,Ty+1)” which is substantially small compared to that of level ¢. This is
typically done by adding suitable perturbations to velocity v,, pressure p, and temperature 6,. Indeed,
goal is to construct the sequence {(vq, pq, 04)} so that the errors R, and Tj; converge to zero, and (vq, pq, 04)
converges in the required Holder space. Hence, in the limit, we will recover a weak solution to the FEuler-
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 Let us first begin by fixing parameters a > 1, b > 1, to be chosen later, and define
frequency and amplitude parameters as

A = 27[a®], 8, = /\;2[5.

Here the parameter 8 € (0,1/3) is related to the Holder regularity of the solution.
Now, utilizing the above parameters, we make the following inductive assumptions:

lvgllo < M(1—65;72), 1640 < M(1—5/), (3.2)
lvgllv < MSYEAY, 10g]n < MSY2AY, VN e {1,2,..,L}, (3.3)
Ipglly < MZ6AY, VN € {1,2,..., L}, (3.4)
|Rgllv < Sq1 M) 2, Tyl v < G A2, VN € {0,1,...,L}, (3.5)
IDiRylln < g1 2NN 1729 DTy v < 841100 2AN 172 WN € {0,1,...,L — 1}, (3.6)

where L € N\{0}, M > 0 and 0 < a < 1. Throughout the paper, we reserve the notation D; for the
material derivative associated to the velocity field vg, ie., Dy = 0¢ + vq - V. Moreover, regarding the
temporal support of both Reynolds stresses, we assume:

supp; Ry, supp, Ty < [—2+ (5520g) 71, =1 = (5,2 0) T U [1+ (6220) 12— (6)20g) 7], (3.7)

Here we also assume that a is sufficiently large so that (53/ X)L <
The central iterative proposition of this paper is as follows:

1
1

Proposition 3.1. Assume that L >4,0<8<1/3,and 1 <b < %. There exist constants My > 1,
depending on 8 and L, and 3 0 < ag < 1, depending on B and b, such that the following holds: For any
0 <a<ayand M > My, there exists a constant ag > 1, depending on 3, b, a, My, M and L, such that
for any a > ao, if (vq,Dq,0q, Rq,Ty) is a smooth solution of BI) satisfying B2) - B.1), then we can
construct a smooth solution (Vg+1,Dq+1,0q+1, Rg+1, Tg+1) of BI) satisfying the same estimates (B.2) -
B0 with q replaced by g+ 1. Moreover, we also have

1 1
[vg+1 = vallo + —lvgr1 = valln + 0441 — Ogllo + 16441 — bg1 < 2M67, (3.8)
)‘q+1 )‘q+1
and
supp, (vg+1 — vq) < (—2,—1) U (1,2), supp,(fq+1 — 04) < (—2,—-1) U (1,2). (3.9)

Next, we prove the main theorem [[.2] assuming the proposition [3.1]
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3.2. Proof of the Main theorem [1.2, assuming Proposition 3.3l First of all, we fix the parameter
L = 4, and any Holder exponent 8 < 1/3 such that v < 3, and the parameter b as in the proposition Bl
Moreover, let ag and ag be the constants given by the proposition Bl Finally, we fix o < min{ayg, 1/4},
and the parameter a > ag will be fixed at the end of the proof.

Let us now define smooth functions f,g : R — [0, 1], supported in [-7/4,7/4], such that f = 1 on
[—5/4,5/4] and g = 0 on [—5/4,5/4]. Then consider

1/2 .
(o) = JO costhaeas Ralant) = (70 =9(0) 2 (g 0 TG,

1
B0 (1) = g(1)5* cos(Mox1),  polx,t) =0, To(a,t) = ()\—Og'(t)5é/2sin(/\ox1),0),

where (71,72) € T?. In view of the above choices, it is easy to verify that (vo, po, 6o, Ro,To) solves the
Euler-Boussinesq-Reynolds system (BI)). Note that, for sufficiently large choice of a, we have

volo < M8y* < M(1=6y%), 8ol < M5y* < M(1—-5y%),
Thus, the estimates ([B.2]) are satisfied. Moreover, for any N > 1, we have
ool < MaGAY,  [8oln < Mg A,
so that B3) and [B4) also satisfy. For the Reynolds stresses, note that, for any N > 0,

su/2 su/2
IRoly < 25up (1)) + o) =75, | Rall < sup lg/ ()] 233

Since by our choice (2b — 1)8 < 1/3, we can always choose a large enough to make sure that

2sup (1/(1)] + lg(0)]) + sup g’ (8)] < 525525,

so that, thanks to the choice of & < 1/4, the estimate (8:5) holds. Indeed, we have
IRl < 8uhg AT, [ Tollw < 6102007,

For the material derivative estimates, we first see that

512 0 Y
0tRo +uo - VRo = (f"(t) — gl(t))g\—o (Sin(Aoﬂh) sin( 00331)) 7

1/2
8tT0 + Uup - VTO = g”(t)(s;)\—(sin(/\oxl), 0)
0

Again as before, we may choose a large enough so that ([B.6]) is satisfied. Finally, notice that supp, Ry <
[—7/4,7/4]\(—5/4,5/4), and supp, Ty < [—7/4,7/4\(—5/4,5/4). Hence, the condition B is satisfied,
thanks to our choice (58/2)\0)_1 <1

At this point, we fix a large enough so that all the above estimates are satisfied. This confirms that
the tuple (vo, po, B0, Ro, To) satisfies all the inductive estimates in Proposition Bl Next, let us assume
that 8, has mean-zero, and {(vq, pq, 04, Rq, Ty)} be the sequence of solutions given by the Proposition 311
Then a simple calculation reveals that both {v,} and {6,} are Cauchy sequences in the Holder space
C:C7, and hence they converge to a velocity field v and a temperature 6, respectively. Indeed, we have

1— 1/2 _
[vger = vglly S [vger = valls " Nvgsr — vgll] S 62N S AIFP,

1— 1/2 _
H9q+1 - 9¢ZHV s H9q+1 - 6‘!1“0 7H9q+1 - eqHY b 5q/+1)\3+1 b )‘Z-HB
Moreover, regarding the Reynolds stresses, we have

1— -2 1— -2
|Rqlly < |Rgllg 1Rl < 801A] S AJi10 1 Tally S ITllo " ITul] S 891127 < A2

Therefore, we conclude that both R, and T; converge to zero in C;C?. Finally, since p, satisfies

Apg = divdiv(—v, ® vg + Ry + R(4€2)),
we conclude that p, — f p, converges, in C,C7, to some p, and Vp, — Vp in the sense of distributions.
Therefore (v,p, ) is a weak solution to the Euler-Boussinesq system of equations with (v,0) € C;C) x

C;C7. Finally, regarding the temporal support, we see that supp, v < [—2,2] and supp, 6§ < [—2,2].
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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 ¢ in space variable only, and consider v, := v * (3,
0, := 0 % (o-q for g € N, where (o(z) = £72¢(x¢™"). Let us recall the well-known mollification estimates

15— vlo < 0142777, 184 — Bllo < 6],277. (3.10)

Above estimates clearly imply that v, — v — 0, and 6, — § — 0 uniformly as ¢ — oo. Next, we mollify
the equations (II]) to obtain

0tV + div (V@) # Pa-a + VP thy—a = 0 = thy—qea,
divog = 0, (3.11)
0404 + div(v0) % y—q = 0,
A classical Schauder’s estimate, for any fixed € > 0, reveals that
[Vp % sallo < [Vp # taalle < [o]2 290457 4 0], 21~ 5 (Jo]2 + 6],)220+==),

Moreover, we have

[ (0 @) # a1 < 0329077, | (6) * tp-afl1 < [0]l4[6],270 .
Hence, the equations in ([BIT]) imply that
10:ll0 s (I0]3 + 10]5)290 =77, |2:bgllo < [v]l4]6], 270 (3.12)

Notice that, all the implicit constants in the above estimates depend on € but not on q. We can now
conclude, thanks to (310) and B12) and v/ < ~v

_ _ _ _ 1—~/ _ _ ’
124 = Pgt1ll o = (186 = llo + 941 = 00)" ([0:2qllo + |0:0g+1]0)”
15+ 100y + lvlly) 27

L ) ) . ) 7 |
16, — 9q+1”c;’03/ < (164 = 0l + [Gg41 — 6l0) v (10:84]l0 + Hat9q+1|\o)7
(1614 + [ [6])2790=)

v

Therefore, both series

||
@I

+ 3 (Bg1 = 0g), and 0 = g + . (Bg1 — 0,)

q=0 q=0

converge in C;JC,?/. Since we have already established that v,0 € CC7, so we obtain v, € C7' (R x T2)
with v/ <y < 8 < 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, [I8] 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 ( as a symmetric spatial
mollifier with vanishing first moments. We then fix the spatial mollification scale as £, = (AAg+1) "2
Moreover, we denote

Vg =vg* (o, Og=0g%C,, Rgo=Rq*Cy,, Tyo="TyxC,.

As before, we shall reserve the notation D; = (0; + 9, - V) for the material derivative associated to the
velocity field v,.

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 7, = (51/ Y g +1) ', Note that with this
choice of 7, we have [v,[17, < CA 7} <1 for sufficiently large ag. Also notice that the following holds:

~ Aq \°
ol = (1) <1
g+1

Following [21], we also introduce two sets of partition of unity in time. For that purpose, let us first
denote by t, = pry, for p € Z. We then define cut-off functions {7, }pez, and {7, }pez such that they satisfy
the following properties:




(a) The squared cut-offs form a partition of unity, i.e, >, ., na(t) = 1.

(b) suppmn, < (tp, — %Tq, tp + %Tq). In particular, supp xp—1 N supp xp+1 = @, Vp € Z.

(c) For any N >0 and p € Z, [0} n,| < Ty N Here the implicit constant depends on N only.

(d) supp 7y < (tp — 7q tp +74) and 7, = 1 on (t, — 274, t, + 37,). Notice that 1,7, = 1, for all p € Z.

(e) For any N > 0 and p € Z, |0} 7j,| < T, N Here also the implicit constant depends on N only.
We now define time-periodic temporal building blocks which play a pivotal role in the upcomin

g g

analysis. Note that the number of such temporally oscillatory profiles directly linked to the number of

y y
implemented Newton steps. Let the number of such Newton steps be given by

r— [1/3%[3} (4.1)

We remark that I" only depends on 3, and independent of the iteration steps. We also define the temporal
frequency parameter pig41 > 7, Ly

_ 512

Hq+1 q+1/\§/3>\1/3 A

q+17q+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 [2I, Lemma 3.3].

Lemma 4.1. Let A, Ar < Z* be two disjoint sets given by the Lemmal[2.4] and LemmalZ3 respectively,
and I € N. Given any £ € AR, there exist 2I' numbers of smooth 1-periodic functions ge¢ c.n,ge,on : R = R
with n € {1,2,...,T'} such that

1
/0 gg,p,n =1, V¢€e AR, pe{e, o0}, andne{l,2,.. T}

Moreover, for any ¢ € Ar, there exist 2I' numbers of smooth 1-periodic functions h¢ e, heom : R = R
with n € {1,2,...,T'} such that

1
/ h?,p,n =1, V(e Ar,pe{e o}, andne{l,2,..,T}.
0
Furthermore, by denoting A = Ag U Ar, we have
SUPP g¢.p,n M SUPP G¢,q,m N SUPD he pn N SUPD N¢ gm = D,
whenever (§,p,n) # (¢,q,m) € A x {e,o0} x {1,2,...,T}.

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:

|9q]ln < 642AY, 10g] v < 65/2AN, VN e {1,2,..., L}, (4.2)
|Rgoln < Sq41 A0 %%, ITyollnv < Sqr1 A >, VN € {0,1,...,L}, (4.3)
IDiRgolln < 6q10)/ 2NN DTy 0ln < 0100 2AN 1722 YN €{0,1,..,L—1},  (4.4)
|0gnsr < 002 NEe Y, 10g | vz < 032Nk VYN >0, (4.5)
|Rgollnir S dgradl 2, N, ITyollver S S Xy 2™, VN >0, (4.6)
IDiRyollnsr—1 S 0qu100 2 X720 N | DyTyollnvsro1 S Squ10 P A2 N YN > 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 v,. To do that, let us
first introduce the backwards flow ¥, : T2 x R — T2, starting at ¢, defined by

{65\11,5(96, $) + gz, s) - VU, (z,s) =0,

\I/t|5:t(:1:) = I. (48)
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Moreover, we introduce the forward flow X, : T2 x R — T2, starting at t, defined by

{d%xtw, s) = 0g(Xu(7,5),5) 49)

Xi(v,t) = -

Lemma 4.3. Fiz any t € R. Then for any |s — t| < 74, we have the following estimates:
(VO 8) v + [V ) v < A YN e{0,1,...L—1},  (4.10)
IDi(VE) T 8) [ + [ DV, 8) [ s 62 A0 T, YN e{0,1,..,L—1}, (411
IDX(-,8) v < AY. YN e{0,1,...,L—1}, (4.12)
1Y) 8) Inan1 + [Vl 8)Ivep—1 S AF e, Y, VYN >0, (4.13)
|D(VU) T, 8) Ive et + [DeVO(, )| ve 1 S 03 2NECN, VYN =0, (4.14)
IDX(-, 8)Iner—1 < AN, YN = 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 [2I, Lemma 3.2]. O

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 €
{0,1,...,T — 1}. Indeed, it has the following form

OrVg,n + div(vgn ® Vg n) + VDgn — Ogne2 = div Ry », + div Sg ., + div Pyy1 p,
divvg,, =0, (5.1)
010gm + div(vg nbqn) = —divTy , + div Xy, + div Y41 0,

where

(a) vq,n is the velocity to be defined inductively starting from v, = v, by adding n perturbations,
and similarly 6, , is the temperature to be defined inductively starting from 6, = 6, by adding
n perturbations;

(b) pg,n is the pressure to be defined starting from p, o = pq;

(¢) Rgn, and Ty, are gluing errors of the n-th perturbation, for n > 1, while Ry is and Ty are
already defined mollified stresses;

(d) Sqn and X, ,, are inductively defined errors to be erased by highly-oscillatory Nash perturbations,
starting from Sy 0 = 0 and X, 0 = 0;

(€) Pyt1,n and Ygyq1,, are inductively defined (sufficiently) small residue errors, starting from P11 9 =
Rq - Rq10 and }/ZIJFLO = Tq — Tq,O-

Notice that for n = 0, (5I)) gives back the Euler-Boussinesq-Reynolds system (B.1]).

We are now ready to describe the construction of Newton perturbations wé?lyn 41 and 9((121171 41 for
the system (5.1). In what follows, we first decompose the stresses Ry, and T}, by using the geometric
lemmas, Lemma [24] and Lemma 2.5 respectively. To fix the idea, let n € {0,1,...,T — 1}, k € Z and
¢ € Ap, and Uy, be the backward flow characterized by ¢, Uy + T4 - VU, = 0, Uy (tg, ) = x. Then we
define

be ki = Ay 28,2 el (Aaa—l V\IfkTq,n>, (5.2)

q - q+ln

where the smooth functions I'¢ are given by Lemma 2.5 and d441,, are defined by

n(1/3—p3
5q+1,n = 5q+1(>‘q//\q+1) w )'
Let us also denote by
Zgn ={k €Z | krq € N, (supp, Rgn N ( U supp; bek o))}

k'€Z
11



where N (B) represents the neighbourhood of a set B of size 7. Then for any ¢ € supp; Ry, and

t € Upez, SUPP; be v s it holds that Y n7(t) = 1.
k€Zg,n
Moreover, for n € {0,1,...,T' — 1}, k € Z and £ € Ag, we define

Ryn
Qg on = 0071 e (v\ykv\y;{ - vwkﬁwf{ (5.3)
q N

- V‘I/k< Z Z 5:1_:1,nbg,k/,n(v‘1’k')_l(< ® C)(V‘I’k')_T) Wf%),
CeAr K'€lgn

where the smooth functions v, are given by Lemma 2.4l To obtain the above expressions for a¢ k. », and
b¢ k.n, We have employed similar strategies as in [24].
In view of the expression for {b¢ xn : ¢ € Ar} in (5.2)), Proposition 5.1}, and Lemma [L3] it is clear that

VO Y Y 0kl (TE) RO (VEL) T ) VI S A

CeAr K'€lgn
Therefore, arguing as in [21], for sufficiently large ag and any a > 0, we conclude that

R‘Iv"

VU,V -V, V\Iff—v\l/k( > 5;j17nb§1k,1n(vq/k,)—1(<®<)(quk,)—:r)wfeBl/z(Id).

Og+1,n CEAr K€Ly

In other words, ag ,, is indeed well-defined for £ € Ag. Similarly, we can show that b¢ j r, is also well-
defined for ¢ € Az. Indeed, PropositionGIlstated below will ensure that || Ty nlo < 61,0\, @ Therefore,
on supp 7k, making use of Lemma 3] we conclude that

1
H)\Z‘équV\DkTq,nHo < Cy, for some constant Cj.

The above bound allows us to use the Lemma [2.5] with Ny = Cj.
In view of Lemma [2.4] it follows that

DD A (VE)TEREVEL) T = DT ni(0g41n 1d—Ryn)

kezq,n £EAR kEZq,n

Drm Yy 2 BV OO (VIL) T

k€Zg,n CeAr K'€lgn

= > grrinId=Ren) = D1 > b (VE)THCRO)(VE) T,

k€Zqn CeAr K'€lgn
therefore, we conclude
div[ > ( D (V) THEREVE) T+ ) bgﬁkﬁn(vwk)%@g(v%)T)] (5.4)
k€Zg,n “EEAR CeAr

— div (ke; 12 (410 Id —qu)) — —divRyn.
.

Moreover, in view of Lemma [Z.0] it follows that
div [ >y békm(V\If;@)‘lg] — div ( 3 n,%Tqm) = div T, (5.5)
k€Zg,n (EAT k€Zq,n
For ease of notations, we denote
Agin =03 1o (V) THEQE(VEL) T + 074, (VUL ®(VEE) T, for o €A,
= Aé)k)n + Ag)k)n,

Bk = b2 (V)¢ for (€ Ag.
12



5.1. Linearized Euler-Boussinesq system. Let us denote by wy +1 and 8 41 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 [Al Note that wy n+1 and Ok 41 satisfy

atu}k,nJrl + aq : vwk,nJrl + wk,n+1 : V1_}q + Vpk,n+1 - 9k,n+162

= Z fg,k,n+1(uq+1f)PdiVAé,k,n(r’ﬂ,t)+ Z mc,k,n+1(ﬂq+1f)]P’diVAg,k,n(%t)7
¢eAr CeAr

div Wi n+l = 0,

Z f&kn+1 (tq1tr)P div Ag (2, 1) Z mckn+1 (Hgrrti)Pdiv A2y (, t)
¢eAr CeAr

w | =
kntl tztk uq+1

(5.6)
and ~
(%ka“ + Uq - V9k7n+1 + Wk nt1 - Veq = Z m<1k1n+1(,uq+1t) div Bgykyn(it, t),
CeAT (57)
Ornt1li_y, () = o Deenr m?}c,ml(ﬂqﬂfk) div B¢ je,n (2, ).
Here the functions fe xn+1: R — R, and m¢ gn+1 : R — R are defined by

— 2 ._
fekmyr i =1— 9¢ kn+1s and m¢ ki1 =1 — h<7k7n+1,
where

9¢,en+1, if k is even, h¢ent1, if kis even,
ge k1 =y - and ¢ kni1 = —_
9¢,0mn+1, if k is odd. h¢ont1, if kis odd.

Moreover, the functions f£[111n+1 and m?}c’nﬂ denote the primitives of the functions fe¢ xn and m¢ g
respectively. Indeed, we have

£kn+1 /fE,k,nJrl ds, and mckn+1 /mc,k,nﬂ )ds.
(1]

Notice that, thanks to the unit L? norm of ge . n+1 and h¢ g n41, we conclude that f&kﬁJr1 and me g 09
are well-defined 1-periodic functions.

5.2. Newton perturbations. In view of the above, we can now define (n + 1)-th Newton perturbations
in terms of the velocity field wy, 41 and temperature 6y ,,11 as follows:

Wil (@) = D) (e (@,t), and 00 @) = Y )0k (1)
k€Zgmn k€Zg,n

Moreover, we also define
Pl @) = Y iOpen(@t).
k€Zqn
To compute the new error terms Ry nt1, S¢n+1, and Pyy1 nt1 at the level n + 1, we just need to plug
in the velocity field vg 41 = Vgn +wl(1t_21)n+1 into equation (G.I). To that context, first note that w§217n+1
satisfies

¢ _ ¢ ¢ _ t ¢ -
atwéll,rﬂrl +0g sz(zJZLnJrl + wz(zJZLnJrl Vg + th(IJZLnJrl - 9¢(1421,n+162 = Z Ot Wi, n+1
k€Zg,n
+ 0 D i fermir (gt PAVAL L+ YT ()M k1 (g t) Pdiv AZ .
k€Zq,n EEAR k€Zq,n CEAT

Thanks to the fact that 7y A i n = Aok n for all k € Z, relation (5.4) reveals that
Z Z ik (£) fe knt1 (g1 t)Pdiv Ag o, + Z Z ik (E)me gna1 (g1 )P div AZ

k€Zq,n EEAR k€Zq,n CEAT
: 2 : 1 2 : 2
= D D PdivAgkn— Y, D GranPdivAL — > M hZ, PdivAZ,
k€Zq,n oEN k€Zq,n EEAR k€Zq,n CEAT
. 2 . 1 2 : 2
= —PdivRy, — Z Z 9E k1 P divAg g, — Z Z he g PdivAZ ¢
kezq,n £EAR kZEZan CEAT
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Keeping the above in mind, we conclude that the first equation of the system (G.1I), at the level (n + 1),
is satisfied with

n+1

t
Ugn+1 = Ugn + wl(ﬁ)-l ntl = Vg T Z wq+1 mo (5.8)
t t _
Pgn+1 = Pgn + pz(zJ)rl,n+1 - <w¢(1J21,n+17 Z q+1 m) _| q+1 n+1|2 <wq+1 nt1) Vg — Ug) (5.9)
m=1
- A7 le[dIVan+ Z ngkn+1A£kn+ Z Z thn-H Ck,n]
k€Zq,n EEAR k€Zq n CEAT
Ryni1 =R Y. OfikWens, (5.10)
k€Zg,n
S%"‘f‘l = SQ»” - Z Z gg,k,nquAé,k,n - Z Z hg,k,nJrlAg,k,n? (511)
k€Zqn EEAR k€Zq n CEAT

(t) t) e (1) S
Povint1 = Poran +wg gy, n+1®wq+1 nt1 T Z q+1 n1®OWei1 g + wq+1 m®wq+1 i)
m=1

=\ &y, (E) (t) S =
+ (g — 0g)®Wg 1 iy +wq+17n+1®(vq — Tg). (5.12)
Since wy 41 has mean zero, the new stress term Ry, ,+1 defined in (5.I0) is well-defined.
Similarly, we plug in 6 n41 = g0 + 0((;21)71“ into third equation of (5.1l to compute the new error
terms Ty 11, Xqn+1, and Yg41 n41. Notice that 9((1217,”1 satisfies

. _
(%G(H ni1 T Vg Vﬁt(hzl il +w((1l1 ni1 - Vg

Z Z ()M knt1(tg1t) div Be gn + Z OOk nt1-
k€Zgy,n CEAT k€Zgmn

As before, we conclude that the third equation of the system (5., at the level (n +1)th, is satisfied with
n+1

t
Ognt1 = bgn + 9q+1 n+l = =04+ Z 9z(1+1 mo (5.13)
Tyn+1 =R Z OtMkOk,n+15 (5.14)
k€Zg,n
Xq,n-&—l = Xq,n - Z Z hg,k,nJrlBC,k,m (5'15)
k€Zqn CEAT

_ (t) o o (t) (t)
Yotin+1 = Yg1,0 + Wyt1, nt10 +1 n+1 T Z q+1 n+l q+1 m T Wey, m9q+1 n+1)

+ ( )9(+1 ntl +w((121 ntl (9 _G_q)' (5.16)

Again, since 6y ,+1 has mean zero, the new stress T, 41 in (5I4) 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 Ry, and Ty, satisfy

| Rgnllvs | Tomlln < Ggrrndg % VN € {0,1,...,L — 1}, (5.17)
1D Ryl s [DiTynl N < Sqe1mty "AN ™, VYN e{0,1,..,L—1}, (5.18)
IRgnlN+—15 [Tgnlner—1 S SqrrmAs ™ 7, VN =0, (5.19)
IDi Ryl N+r—1, |DiTynl|N+r-1 < Sqrrnmy ‘A7, N, YN =0 (5.20)

Here all the implicit constants depend on n, I'y M, a and N. Moreover, assume that
supp; Rg.n, supp, Ty < [—2+ (5;/2)\,1)71 —3n71y, —1— ((5;/2)\(1)71 + 3n7y] (5.21)

Ul + (5;/2/\1)71 —3n7g,2 — (5;/2/\1)71 + 3n7,],
14



Then the Reynolds stresses Ry n+1,Tgn+1 also satisfy (GIT)-G2I) with n replaced by n + 1.

Remark 5.2. We remark that the claim of (5.2I]) is immediate, in view of the definitions of g, Zg
and the fact that the union |J,, supp, be i,n is a 74 neighbourhood of the error T ,,. Indeed, we have

supp; Rgn+1, supp; Tynt1 © Nar, (supp; Rgn 0 supp, Ty ).

5.3. Proof of the Proposition [5.1l In order to furnish the proof of the Proposition 5.1l we first need
to obtain below mentioned estimates for a¢ k.5, b¢,kn, Ao kn, and B¢ k. In what follows, we begin with
the following lemma.

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

lagknln: [bernln < 8515 A, VN € {0,1,..,L—1}, (5.22)
| Deaig eonll s | Dibe el < 600y AN, YN e{0,1,...,L — 1}, (5.23)
lag kol v +r—1s [bcrmlnrz—1 < 8515 A1, YN >0, (5.24)
| Deatg nllnsp—1s | Debeson | ver1 < 800 A1 e, N, YN >0, (5.25)

where all the implicit constants depend onn, I', M, o, and N.

Proof. First we deal with terms related to b¢ k. In fact, in view of the estimates of Lemma and
supp be k,n < supp i x T2, we have (on supp n)

||)‘361;-:1,nv\11k TQ;WHO s L

Making use of Proposition [2.1], on supp b¢ k.n, we get

_ 1/2 _
locanln < Ay¥200 I NSO VUL Tyl v

—a 1/2 o e—
< A2 Ade kL (IV kN Tamlo + V80| Tovn

|N)7
for any N > 0. Therefore, Lemma and the assumptions of proposition (.l confirms the estimates
related to b¢ g, in (5:22) and (5:24). Note that, same arguments also conclude that b%km satisfies the

same estimates as b¢ ., with 5;1/2“ replaced by dq,n+1. To deal with the term ag ., let us first introduce
the following short-hand notation:

Eeppm = VU( D D Sl bl n(VER) OO (V)T VUL
CeAT K'€lg m
Then, on supp nx, we have

Ryn
Hv\lfkv\lf{ - W”“ﬁwj;{”o <1, Eexwnlo <L
q 3T

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

Rgn
lag el < 850 o (IVEVUT = VU2 VOT | + €l )
g+1l,n

1/2 Rq,n

Rgn
S 5q+1,n<|\V‘1’kHN + Vvl + [V ¥ ]ol ==

q+1,n 5q+1,n

I

VY] YY) bl (V) TR O(VE) Y|
CeAr K'Elyn 0
|0)7

for any N > 0. Once again, Lemma and the assumptions of Proposition 1] gives the rest of the

required estimates in (5.22) and ([5.24]).

For the material derivative estimates, we first note that
IDibenlln < Ay 20,2 ol ITE? (AG6 2 VT ) [
A2 DT (NSl L VURT ) I | De (A8, VT ) o

—1
+ 6q+l,n

A G LoV P i

Vo VO]V bZ 4o

q+1.n q q+1l,n q“q+1,n
—a/251/2 1/2 /\ o s— A (Yo s—
+ A0 DT (Ao V8T ) o] De (A6 Vi Tyn) v
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Moreover,

IDeb? onllv < A5 0gw1,nl0mR | ITe (NG 65y VT [ v

Ay “0qi1n| DL (A6 E W VUTy 0 ) [N De (NS o V¥Tyn) o

q7q+1n q q+1,n

g “ 0410 DL (NG 05010 Ve Ty ) o[ De (NG 05ty o VORT ) [ -

+ o+

Furthermore,

_ Rgn
[Deag kol 83/l (VERV T — VUtV O — E¢ gy

q+1,n
Ryn _ Ryn
+ 0,110 DY (VOLVET — VU 3 :1 VUL = E i) IN|De(VOLV T — VT, fl VUL = Ekprn) o
q g q ,n
Ryn _ Ryn
+ 6;/+217n|\D75 (VU VUL — vwkﬁv\y;{ = E o) 0| Dy (VELV T — vwk%vw{ — & k) |-
qrL,n q+1,n

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

R‘Iﬂl

- Ryn ~ Ryn ~ Ryn -
| De (VO3 ==V | v < [De =2 | v + | Do =" [0 [ Vx| + | I N[ DeV¥o
6q+1,n 5q+1,n 5q+1,n 6q+1,n
RQ;” B RQ»” D
+ [=——lo[D:V¥s|n + | lollDeV ¥ o] VO],
5q+1,n 5q+1,n

| D€ ki mln < 5;+11,n<HDtC?,k,nHN + 1D ko V kN + e N[ DV Pi]l0

+ [ nlo DeV T[N + ch‘,k,nHOHDtv\ykHOHV\IJ]@HN>7
|De(VOLVIE) [ S [DeV|N + [ DV [0 VP |y
Therefore, Lemmas and [£.3] together with the assumptions of Proposition 5.} confirm the estimates

G23) and (B23). O
Corollary 5.4. The following estimates, thanks to the assumptions of Proposition [5.1, hold:

| A enllvs |Beknln < Sge1.0Ay VN e {0,1,..,L — 1},

|DtAg knl Ny 1DeBekmln < 0qe1nty "AY, VN e {0,1,..,L—1},

| Aokl Ntz—1, |Bekmlnir—1 S dgrinrl 17, VN =0,

IDtAo kn| nsr—1, |DiBegn|nir—1 < 5q+l,nA5717—;1£;N7 VN = 0.
Here all the implicit bounds are dependent onn, I'; M, o, and N.

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

agkm satisfies analogous estimates to those of a¢ ., with 5;)/73“ replaced by 04,41 in all instances. Then
we can estimate

1 Ac,k,n

v S lag g nl N [(VZ)THE + lag o[ (V)TN I(VER) ™ o,

and
HDtAa,k,nHN < HDtag,k,nHNH(V‘I’k)_lHg + HDta?*k*”HOH(vqjk)_IHNH(V\I/k)_l”0
02 NI DUTE) ol (V28) o + a2 lo 1D (VTR) [ (T 28) o
a2 o lol Do (T ER) Lo (V) v

Similarly, we have
| Be .

N S 62 kN (V)" o + 162 10 lo (VR) v,
and
|DeBe knln < IDbZ 1o nINI(VER) " o + [DebZ 1. lo (V88) [
02 W INID(V¥E) " o + 62 1 0| De(VER) v

In view of Lemma [£.3] we conclude the proof of the corollary. |
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To obtain the required estimates in Proposition (5.1l we also need a technical lemma concerning the
Newton perturbations. To state it precisely, let ¥ 41 and g 41 represent the stream functions
associated with wy n41 and 0y ,41 respectively. More precisely, we define wg 41 = VJ-@[J;C,nH, and
©kn+1 = ROknt1 Then, we have

1 ~ ~
Rq,n+l =RV Z atnk¢k,n+17 and Tq,n-ﬁ-l = Z atnk(pk,n-ﬁ-l-
kEZq,n k?ezq,n

Keeping in mind that RV+* is of Calderén-Zygmund type, we need to obtain estimates for the stream
functions in order to prove the Proposition 5.1l To that context, notice that ¢ 41 and ¢k 41 satisfy

Otk nt1 + Vg - Vi1 — 207V - div(p 41 VE0,) — ATIVE - div(ggni1)e2

= > fermlpgnt) ATV divALL L+ D m (g t) ATV L div AZ
¢eAr CeAr

1/}k’n+1 ’t:tk

= yq1+1 l Z fE[,lll,n(ll’q—Fltk)A_le -div Aé,k,n + Z m?}c,n(uq—f—ltk)A_le -div Ag,k,n]
¢eAr CeAT

)
t=ty

(5.26)

and

8tg0k,n+1 + 1_1q . V@k,nJrl - <Pk,n+1 : V1_]q - 1/)k,nJrle_éq + VLQk,n = Z m(,k,n(ﬂqult)B{,k,n
CeAr

V- k1 =0, (5.27)
1 .
¢k7"+1’t:tk = Z mg,}c,n(ﬂqﬂtk)(ld - V(YY) 1)BCvkvn‘t=tk’

Haq+1
CeAr

where the scalar function g, and the curl-free vector filed ¢y ,+1 are unknowns in (5.27)). Notice that
(VH)™1 = A='Vv+. and V4, can be expressed as a Fourier multiplier:

VLQk,n = VLA_lVL : ( Z m{,k,n(,u/q+1t)B<7k7n — Ugq - Vgﬁkm+1 + Okn+1 - Vl_)q + wkaVLéq)

CeAT
=ViATIVE Z e kon(ftgr1t) Bekn + @kt - Vg + Uk ni1 VE0y) — ATV div(ogne1 (Vo))
CeAT
= VL(VJ‘)_l Z mc,k,n(ﬂq+1t)BC,k,n + q1,k,n- (5.28)
CeAT

We are now in a position to state the technical lemma. In what follows, we first define a vector function
Sk,n-ﬁ-l = (wk,nﬁ-lu Spk,n-k—l)a and define HSk,n-f-le = H"bk,n-ﬁ-l”m + Hspk,n-k—lum for any m > 0.

Lemma 5.5. The following estimates, thanks to the assumptions of Proposition[5.1], hold on the supp -

N p—
5(1+17nAq gq ¢

|Sk,n+1lv+a < BT VN e{0,1,..,L -1}, (5.29)
q
DSk 1l N+a S Sga1.a Al €, VN e {0,1,...,L — 1}, (5.30)
K} +17n)\L—1€—N—a
|Skns1lNiL-14a S — I—1—1 VYN=0, (5.31)
Hag+1
|D¢Skn+1llN+L—14a S 5q+1,n)\qL_1€q_N_a, YN = 0. (5.32)

Moreover, on the supp 07, we have

_ 5q+1 n)\Ngfa
HDtSk,nJrluNJra g /1:7”5 VN € {07 15 aL - 1}7 (533)
q+17q
3 ) n)\Lfléfoa
|DeStmit|N+r-14a S 90 WN > 0. (5.34)
Hq+1Tq

Here all the implicit constants depend on n, I'; M, o, and N.
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Proof. We first decompose 1y 41 into three parts as follows:
Prna1 =1 + 1 + Ey, (5.35)
where 1/31 solves
{Dﬁ/?l = AV div(Ppns 1 VD) + ATV - div(9pas e
le‘t:tk =0,

and =5 solves the equation

Dtél = 7“q+1 l Z fE kn ,UJqul )DtA VL div Af kn + Z m (‘U,qul )DtA VL leAC k.n
B EEAR CEAT
=1 t=ty = 07
and
El lZ f&kn Hg+1- )A 1VJ_ leAfkn+ Z kan(uq_,_l )A VL leACkn]
Ha+1 | cexp CeAr

It is easy to verify the above decomposition (5.35]), thanks to the uniqueness of solutions for transport
equations. Similarly, we can decompose ¢y, 41 into the following three parts:

P+l =2 + o + Ea, (5.36)
where 1/32 solves
{?t"[@ = QOhnt1 V0 + Vkns1VE0g + 1
¢2|t:tk =0,

ég is the solution to

= = 1 = -
DiZ = =5t 3 mlL L (hg1) Di(ld = VH(T4) ™) B
CEAT

Zl,_, =0,

and

= 2 Mok (1) (1d = VHVH ) B
177 ceAr

Estimates for 1/31 when N = 0: Making use of the fact that A~'V1div is a sum of operators of
Calderén-Zygmund type, we have

|Deilla S 19V Bglla + 16l S [$laltglira + [@la
then, it follows that

t
[1(5 ) o S Tq’l/t (k4105 8)la + [@rnt1( 8)la) ds

Estimates for ¢» when N = 0: As before, notice that
HDt@ZQHa b valéq + SDVJ_@q +qifa < H@[’Hal‘éql‘l-i-a + lelalvglita

and, hence, we have

t
[ E)a < 72 / Whnes (8l + [hme (- 8)]) ds

Estimates for Z; when N = 0: We can use similar arguments to conclude

Hl_)télHa < sup \|DtAg7k7n|\a + sup ||[74 - V, ATVt div]As g,
He+1 o q+1 o
= _ 5q+1,n>‘?
< sup HDtAa,k,nHa + quHH-a sup | A ks

Mg+l o q+1 o Hq+1Tq
18



where we have used the commutator estimate of Proposition .11l Therefore, in view of proposition 2.9
we conclude that, on supp 7, we have

Eilo S ——bge1nAS-
1

q+

Estimates for Z, when N = 0: We can simply repeat the previous argument, as in the estimation of
the term =1, to conclude that

= 1
I1Z2]a < ﬂ—5q+1>n)‘g-

q+1
Estimates for Z; and =Z; when N = 0: To estimate the terms =; and =5, we simply notice that
_ 1 Ogr1inNy Sqr1ng
IE1]la < sup Ao kmlla € ———2,  |Z2fa s sup | B gonlla € ———L.
Hg+1 o Hq+1 Hg+1 ¢ Hg+1

We can now plug in the above estimates in (5.35]) and (&.30]), to obtain

K} +1, A& B t
s (Bl % 222 [ Gl + onen (5)la) do,
q ty
Oq+1,nAq -1 !
lekm1(5t)]a < T T (Iokns1(s 8o + lorn+1(, 8)la)ds,
q ty
In view of the above two estimates, Gronwall’s inequality ensures that, on supp 7,
6q+1,n)\g
ISknt1la S ——.
q+1

Estimates for 1/;1 when N > 1: To obtain the higher order estimates, we fix a multi-index 6, with
|§| = N. Then, we have

|D:0%1]|a < [0°Dithr]la + [T - V. %141 | a-
For the first term, we have
10?Detpr o < 10 (i1 V) o + 0% 0rmstfla
< [Pglv+allvrntiNvra + [0glvs1+alrnsila + lerni1lNra
< 19gl1+a (1Yknt1lv+a + [orntilN+a) + [0 Nt1+alVrntila

while for the other term, we have

1[%g - ¥,V ]l

A

19q ]| v +all$rlliva + 1gll1+al il v +a

A

1gll1+altorlnsa + [0 Nr1+altilla,
Therefore, thanks to proposition 2.9] we have
6q+17n)\2t7-q

t
l1(, ) vta < TH@JHN+1+C¥ + H?7q|\1+a/ (Ikns1l v+a + |en+1|nra) ds
q+ tr

t
+ [tgllisa / 191+ 8) v+ ads.
t

A simple application of Gronwall’s inequality yields
~ 6 +1, )\aT _ _ t
|91 )N 4a $ 20| Nt110 + 74 1/ ([Yknr1lvta + [k ns1lvra) ds.

,U'q+1 tr

Estimates for ¢» when N > 1: As before, notice that
|D:0" 2]l < [0° Dol + [0 -V, 0°Tth2 e

For the first term, we have

‘|80Dt1/;2”a < ‘|80(¢k,n+1vj_§q)”a + Hae(@kmﬂrlvj_l_)q) + 09(]1 Ha

< 10al1+allvkntrvra + 10gINr1+alvimila + [T hi+alrnti|via + 1Tl n+1+al@rnsila;

19



while for the last term, we have
1[4 - V,0°Yalla < 10 w+alt2liva + 1Tgliral¥2ln+alTgliraldzlnta + 1T n+1+altz]a-
Therefore, as before, we conclude that

7 Oq+1,n NG Tq | _ Oq+1,nAgTq = _ K
[h2(- )N 4o § ————|04|Nt140 + ———]04|N+140 + qulhm/ lekn+1llv+a ds
Hq+1 Hq+1 ts

t t
+ HEqHInLa/ ”7/}2('75)‘|N+ad5 + HquInLOL/ H‘/’k,n+1HN+a ds.
tk tk

Again, a simple application of Gronwall’s inequality implies
~ 5q+11nAaTq _ — 7 t
[2(,t) [ Nta < T_,_lq (quHN+1+a + |\9q|\N+1+o¢) + 7 1/ (lVknr1lvra + [@rnr1lnra) ds.
q th
Estimates for Z; when N > 1: We compute

|D:0°E1lla < IDE1IN+a + [T - V. 0151

< sup (HDtAa,k,nHNJra + H [ﬁq -V, A_lvj_ diV]Aa,k,nHNJra) + H [611 -V, 50]é1\|a

)

Hg+1

A

sup (HDtAa,k,nHN-*—a + Hﬁqul-f-aHAU,k,nHN-*—a + HEqHN-Fl-FaHAU,k,n
Hg+1 o

+Tgln+1+alEila + 1Tl 1+al Z1ll v+,

where we have used the Proposition 211} and treated the commutator term [0, - V, d%] as before. Then,
thanks to Proposition and Gronwall’s inequality, we conclude

6q+l,n )\?Tq
Hq+1

= 1 — _
121 Nta < sup (Tq\|DtAa,k,nHN+a + \|Ao,k,n|\N+a) + 1Pg N+1+a-
Hg+1 o

Estimates for ég when N > 1: A similar calculation reveals that

5q+1,n Ag‘ Tq

- 1 ~ ;
I1Z2]N+a < sup (74| Di B konl Nta + | Be kv sa) + 19g] N +1+a-

Hg+1 ¢ Hg+1

Estimates for =; and =; when N > 1: Finally, we note that

- 1 - 1
IE1]Nra < sup [Ag kn|Ntar 22N S sup | B¢ k.| N +a-
Hg+1 o Hq+1 ¢

We can now plug in the above estimates in (5.35]) and (5.30]), to obtain

1 _
H‘/’k,nJrl('a t)HN‘FOé < lor1 sup (TqHDtAU,k,nHNnLa + HAa,k,nHNJra + 5q+1,n/\2‘7'q”17qHN+1+a)
g+l o

t
1 [ 1G9l + e ()lve) ds,
ty

1 _
ok nt1(5t)Nra S oy S (7l Dt B¢ knIN+a + | Be kol N ta)

q+1
5q+1 n )\gTq
Hag+1

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

t
(17 v 140 + 10gIN411a) + Tzfl/ (Ikn+1(8) [N+ + 19knt1 (5 8)IN+a) ds.
23

1 _
[Sknt1lvea < ——sup (7al DA n [N -to + [Agknl Nra + 6041.nAG gl Dl N t14a)
q+1 o

+ sup (7| DeBe kn | N+a + [Beknl Nra + 0g+1.0 A5 Tl 0| v4140).-
¢

Hq+1

Hence, thanks to Lemma [£.2] and Corollary [5.4] the estimates (5:29]) and (5.3T]) follow.
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Finally, for the material derivative estimates of Sy 11, we recall (5.26) and (5.26) to conclude
| Detn1 () [N ra S [Wkms1 VT Na + sup | Ao kn (1) | N+a
S WknsrlvsalPalire + [vensilaltln+1va +5up [Aokn( )N +a-
I Dttt (o ) Nta S [Pkms1 V00l Mo + [@rns1V0g | Nta + 51<1p IB¢ ki (1) [ N+a

< [¥kn+1lv+alfliva + [Urnelalfglv+1+a

+lerniilvtalPaliva + [orntallalvglnrira + sup IB¢ k(1) [N ta-

Hence, thanks to Corollary [5.4] and the estimates in (5.29) and (5.31]), we have the desired estimates
E30) and (B32). Moreover, the estimates (533) and (5.34) follow likewise thanks to the observation
that Ay jn = Be k,n = 0 on supp 0¢7. O

We are now prepared to demonstrate the main Proposition [5.11

Proof of Proposition 51l Since RV* is of Calderén-Zygmund type, and the set {7} is locally finite, we
conclude that

HRq,n-HHN HRq,vH-lHN-k—a < Tq_l Slzlp Hwkmﬁ-lHN-ﬁ-a
€Zq,n

1 Tgn+1llv € 1 Tgns1lvea 757 sup [orpnst|vra
k€Zg,n
Hence for N € {0,1,..., L—1}, in view of the Lemma[5.5] there exists a constant C' (independent of a > ag
and ¢) such that

A Vs ay—2a — —«
sl WTamsily < Coponn( 5] Oata) 2T < (O gAY,
q

Therefore, the estimates (B.I7) follow by choosing sufficiently large ag. Similarly, the estimates (E19])
follow from Lemma For the estimates of the material derivative, on supp 0,7, we have

HDth,n-ﬁ-IHN-ﬁ-a S sup (|‘Dt(atﬁk¢k,n+l)“N+a + H [’Uq . vaRvL]atﬁkwk,n-ﬁ-lHN-}—a)

€Lig,n

< Sup (75 2 ka1l N 4o + 75 I Dk mirINta + 75 HTgl1salYrnst N sa + 75 gl Ns14alYrnrila),
E€lig,n

HDth,n+1HN+a < sup (HDt(atﬁk‘Pk,nJrl)HNJra + | [@1 ) VdeiV]atﬁk@k,nJrlHNnLa)
k

€Zq,n
< sup (7' H‘Pk n+1HN+a+T HDt@k n+1HN+a+T H”q”lJraH@k n+1HN+a+T HUqHNJrlJraH‘Pk ni1 e )

€Zg,n

where we have used again the Proposition 2111 Hence, for N € {0,1,...,L — 1}, Lemmas and
imply that

B - A\ /3-8 B
|D¢Rg ns1|n < Cry 15q+1,n<A il) (A1) O N ZEAY,
q

B —1 >‘q /3P ay—2a N
1D Ty n+1llny < C1y " 6g11,n o (Ag+1€q) ™" A 51 A
q

Note that here the constant C' is independent of the parameters a > ag and ¢. Finally, by choosing ag
sufficiently large, we conclude the proof of the proposition. O

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

T
t t
o = Xl and o = X ol

n=1
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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 R, ¢ and T3, we can conclude that the results derived in Lemma are also
valid for all indices n € {0,1,...,T' — 1}. Therefore we have the following lemma:

Lemma 5.6. We have the following estimates:

N+1p—«
‘1+1/\q gq

qu+1HN’ HqurIH Tv VN e {0715"'5L72}5 (537)
q
1Dewl) v, 1D v < Sgei AV H1E 2, VN € {0,1,...,L — 2}, (5.38)
5 1>\L71€7N7a
fwl ez, 108 2 s 22— — YN >0, (5.39)
Haq+1
IDsw) s -2 DO [N r—2 S Sqra AL N2 YN >0, (5.40)

Here all the implicit bounds are dependent on I', M, a and N. Moreover, we have
supp, w l(Ile’ Supp; 9((111 c [-2+ (5;/2)\(1)71 — 307y, —1— (5;/2)\(1)71 + 307, ] (5.41)
UL+ (820) ! = 3074, 2 — (8Y20g) ™ + 3T'7,].

Proof. First note that, 0441, < dq+1 for all n and it is enough to give estimates for wt) To obtain

qg+1ln+1-
estimates (5.37) and (£.39), we simply use Lemma [5.5 Indeed, we have

t t
lwis it € sup [Gknstlnsivas 16800l € sup @knst|nsita.

€lig,n €lig,n
For the other estimates, we calculate

Dewi)y i = D) (0 Urmsr + iV Dbt — V0 Vit i)
k€Zqn

Dby = D (O divprnsr + 7k div Dyt — Vg : Vo).
k€Zg,n

Therefore, it follows that

‘|th§217n+1”N < Sup (7 Mtokns1 N 4140 + [ Dtk msr | Nt14a

€Lq,n

+ g valrnlica + [0gl1 vk nerl N414a)-

1D8Y) iy < s (7 ek ve 1D veva

€lig,n
+%g 1k nt1ln+1a).

Again, thanks to Lemmas and B8 the proof of (B38) and (240) follows. Finally, thanks to the

definition of wl(;zl and Proposition 5.1} we obtain the desired temporal supports. O

For later purpose, namely for the Nash iteration step, we need to make use of the backward flow 0,

starting at ¢t € R associated to ¥4, = ¥ + w((hzl Indeed, \i/t satisfies

0,0, (z, 5) + Ugr(z, ) - VU, (z,s) =0, (5.42)
U, (z,t) = z. '
We also write down the forward flow, given by
d%f(t(a, 8) = Ugr(Xi(a, s), 5), (5.43)
Xi(a,t) = a.

Notice that, for N € {1,2,..., L — 2}, we have

Syr1 gl S N2 A \V3
[l v, 1650 < 82/2AN e $51/2AN(Q—) ( . ) :
q+1 q+1 Nq+16;/2 q 7\q 5, Agi1
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This means that 9, and ,r are small perturbations of 9, and 6, respectively. This also implies the
following corollary.

Corollary 5.7. We have the following estimates:

[0g,0l, 18arln < 5522, VN e {1,2,..,L—2},
INtr—2 < 5;/2)\5_2&;]\[, VYN =0

|%g,r 422, 04,1
Here all the implicit bounds are dependent on I', M, o, 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 [£3] and we skip the details.

Corollary 5.8. For any fixt € R, and any |s—t| < 7 with 7 < |[v, 7| ", we have the following estimates:

[(V8) 7 8) v+ V8 8) v < A VN e {0,1,....,L—3}, (5.44)
| Dy, (V)72 (-, 8)| v + | Der V(- 8) v < 62AN VYN €{0,1,...L—3},  (5.45)
IDX4(,8)[n < A, VYN € {0,1,...,L—3}, (5.46)
[(VT) T 8) [ ver—s + [VT(, 8) [ vrr—s S A3, YN =0, (5.47)
| Dy (V)7 (- 8) | vap—s + |Der V(- 8) [ngr—s < 5;/2/\572&;]\’, VYN =0 (5.48)
IDX4(,8) | nr—3 < A3, VYN = 0. (5.49)

where the implicit constants depend only on T', M, a, and N. Dt,r =0t + Vg1 - V.

Remark 5.9. We remark that, by choosing ao sufficiently large, we can make the bound of HV@HQ
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 fitt € R and 7 < (|Ogr|1 + [94]1) 1. Moreover, let U, is given by (5.42), and ¥,
is given by [@8)). Then, for N € {0,1,...,L — 4}, and any |s —t| <, we have

- ~ 1) 1)\2(—01
I9900,9) = T,y + [(THa(8) 7 = (Vs M 5 700N, (550
q+
while for N = 0,
5q+1/\g£;a
Hg+1

[VW(8) = VO 8) [ngr—a+ (VO 9) T = (VO(8) T var—a S 7 AN (5.51)

Here all the implicit constants depend on I', M, a and N.

5.5. Final output of the Newton step. Here we summarize the Newton step and write down the final
Euler-Boussinesg-Reynolds system after I' steps of the Newton iterations. In that context, we have
O¢vg,r + div(ve,r @ vgr) + Vpgr — Ogrez = div Sy r + div (Rg,r + Pyt1r)s (5.52)
0104, + div(vg,rbgr) = div X, r + div (Tyr + Y1),
divvgr =0,
where notice that

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

vqp_vq+w§21_vq+2wq+ln, Ogr =0, + 06, =6, +29q+1n; (5.53)

n=1
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(b) Thanks to the inductive definition (5.9) of p, r, we have

r1
Par = Pq + Z pq+1 . Z A~ Ndivdiv (R + Z Z 92 hns1 Ak kn T Z Z hE kns14E kn)

n=1 n=0 k€Zq,n EEAR k€Zq,n CEAT
Wil
% + (0g — Vg, q+1> (5.54)
(¢) The error S, r will be reduced by the Nash perturbation:
r-1
Sqr = — Z Z Z 9E km 10 (VIR THERE(VEE) T (5.55)

n= OCeARkean
- Z Z Z hE ks 108k (VO TR (VL)
n=0(eAr k€Zqyn

(d) The error X, r will be reduced by the Nash perturbation:
Xgr = Z Z Z hc k n+1b< kon = — Z h%,k,nﬂcg,k,n(v‘l’k)_lc; (5-56)
n=0(eA k€Zq n ¢,k

(e) The errors Ry r and Ty r, in view of Proposition[5.] are sufficiently small to be incorporated into

Rq+1;
(f) In view of (5.12), we can write the residual error Py as

Pyiir = Rqg— Rqo + wq+1®wq+1 + (vg — )®wq+1 + wq+1®( Tq); (5.57)
(g) In view of (B.I6]), we can write the residual error Y,41,r as
Yorrr = Ty — Tyo + w1080 + (v, — )8 + w6, — 8,). (5.58)
Finally notice that, thanks to Proposition b1l and Lemma [5.6] it holds that

supp; Sq,r U supp, Ry r u supp, Pyy1,r U supp, Xqr U supp, Ty r U supp, Yy1,1

=24 (8420g) " =37, —1 — (612Xg)™H + 307 U [1+ (6)20g) ™! — 307, 2 — (53/2Ag) ™" + 3T'7].

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 X, the Lagrangian flow of 9, r starting at ¢ (cf. (£43])). Then we fix the material mollification scale

_ s—1/2y-1/3,—2/3

lrg =0, PN AN

It is easy to verify that, for all a > 0 sufficiently small, we have
SN < U E <802 N1, g < gty <o

Next, following [26], we define

_ £i.q -
Ry n(z,t) = / Ryn(Xi(z,t + 5),t + 5)0¢, ,(5)ds, (6.1)
—l
_ £i.q -
Tyn(z,t) = / Tyn(Xi(z,t +5),t+ 5)o, ,(s)ds. (6.2)
—le g

We now collect the main estimates on R, and Ty ,. 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:

HRq,nHN < 6q+l,n)‘z];Viav HTq,nHN < 5q+1,n)‘57a7
YN e{0,1,...,L—2}. (6.3)
HDt FRq nln < Ty 6q+l,n)‘év_av HDt,FTq,nHN s Tq_l(sq-t-l,n)‘év_av
YN €{0,1,...,L —2}. (6.4)
HDI%,FR(LHHN < gt qTq 5q+1 n 70‘5 HDI%,FT%’”HN < ét qTq 5(1+1 n 70‘7
VN e {0, 1,..L—2}. (65)
HRq,nHN-*—L—? < 6q+17n)‘§_2_a€q_N= HT ,nHN-k—L—2 < 5q+1,n)‘5_2_a£¢;N
YN =0. (6.6)
HDt,FRq,nHNJrLfQ s 7_q—l5q+11n>\5—2—a£q—N7 ‘|Dt,FTq,nHN+L72 S 7-q_15q+1,nA§_2_a€q_N
YN >0. (6.7)
HDI%,FR%"HNJrL*Q < ét qTq 5q+1)n/\5727a€qu, HD?,FT%"HNJrL*Q < ét qTq 5q+11n/\5727a€qu,
YN >0, (6.8)

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on I', M, o and N.

6.2. Nash perturbation. We make use of the shear flow in the directions of £ given by Lemma [2.4]
and Lemma as building blocks of the Nash perturbations. More precisely, for every o € A, we define
W, : T3, — R?, and, for every ¢ € Ar, we define V¢ : T3, — R by

5
V2

where T3 = R?/(27Z)?. For ease of notation, we also denote the corresponding stream-function by

L . L 1

W, (x) = 7T+ e g, Ve(z) = E(eicl'm + eficl'z), (6.9)

i
75!
It is straightforward to check the following simple properties of the vectors W,, and the scalars V,
presented in the lemma below.

iotx —iG’L'LIJ)

D, (x) = e —e

Lemma 6.2. The vector fields W, : T3 — R?, and the scalars V¢ : T3, — R, as defined above, satisfy
div(W, @ W,) =0,
div(V.We) =0,
divW, =

and

Wg@)wg:()’@o’, ][ VCWCZC'

Tgﬂ' T27r
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 ¥y, the backwards flow of v, starting from ¢ = ;:
{(%\i/k + Vg0 - V\i/k =0,
\If’ =, =T

Next, we define

Dok = Ay 2602 r1/2<A35q+11nv@kTq,n),

S Ryn
e e = Oyt Ve (V‘I’N‘I’k V‘I’k5 o VI
q n

v YN 5;ﬁ1,n5%,k/,n<v@kf>—1(<®<><v¢k/)-T)v@;€>,
CeAT K'€Zqg n
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and the principal part of the Nash perturbation by

q+1. Z Z Z Ge i 18e km (VL) TTWe (N1 T%)

n=0keZqn LEAR

+ Z Z Z h<1k1n+16<7k7n(V\i/k)71W<()\q+1\i/k). (610)
n=0keZq,n CEAT

q+1' Z Z Z he kns1beknVe(Aga1 Uk). (6.11)

n=0keZqn CEAT

Arguing as before, we first conclude that a¢ i is well-defined. Moreover, with the help of the stream-
function, we may write

(v\i}k)_lwa()‘q-*—l‘i]k) =

Vl( e(Ags101)).
q+1

However, w((zﬁ)l may not be divergence-free, and we need a “corrector” to make it divergence-free. In

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

r—1
. 1
1(1421 =3 Z Z 9e k1 Vg g n®e(Ng41V5) (6.12)
9+l 20 keZy . €EAR
| ol
+ i\ Z Z he kmi1VEbe kn®e(Ngr1Pr).

91 =0 keZy . CEAT

Then it is clear that the total Nash perturbation for the velocity w((zi)l = w((zi)l + wg _21 is divergence-free,

and

q+1 = ( Z Z Z 9¢ kn+10¢ K nq’g()\qﬂ‘lfk))
n=0keZq,n EEAR
< Z D 2 hekmiben n‘I’c(/\qH‘I’k)) (6.13)
n=0ke€Zq,n CEAT
Furthermore, we also define the “mean free corrector” 9((121( ) = — [pe 9;’}31(:1:, t) dzx. Indeed, in view of

this, the total Nash perturbation for the temperature 9((1+1 = 9((111)1 + 9;‘21 is mean free.

We now denote the total perturbation for the velocity and the temperature by
t
Wes1 = wt(hzl + w((H)l, Og1 = 9((1421 + 9((11)1

Note that, thanks to Lemma[LTand the fact supp; @ x.n, SUPP; b¢ k., SUPP; be kn S SUPD; Mk, We conclude
that the terms in both sums have disjoint temporal supports with respect to each pair.

6.3. New Euler-Boussinesg-Reynolds system. We can now write down the Euler-Boussinesg-Reynolds
system at the level ¢ + 1. Indeed, let the velocity vy4+1 and temperature 6,11 of proposition [B.1] be

Ug+1 = Vg, + wl(ﬁ)l =g + w((;zl + wl(ﬁ)l = Vg + Wqy1, (6.14)
Ogr1 = g0 + 050 =0, + 6% + 65 =0, + 0,41 (6.15)
Then the Euler-Bousinesq-Reynolds system at level ¢ + 1 takes the form

8tvq+1 + diV(’Uqul @Uqul) + qu+1 - 9q+162 = div Rq+1,

8t9q+1 + diV(Uq+19q+1) = div Tq+1,

with
Pg+1 = Pg,r + (Vg — vg, wt(zjzl% (6.16)
and
Rgy1 = Rgt1,L + Rgv1,0 + Reg1,r,  Tgv1 = Tgia,0 + Tgv1,0 + Tgt1,R, (6.17)
where

26



1) The linear errors, denoted by R,y1.1, and T,11 1, are defined by
a+1, a+1,

Rgt1,L = R(Dt)r‘ng?l + w((zi)l -V, r + 9((;2162), Tyt1,L = R(Dt7p9§fgl + wgi)l Vlyr).

(2) The oscillation errors, denoted by Ry4+1,0 and Ty11 0, are defined by
Rys1,0 = Rdiv(Sgr + wl), @wl))), Tyii0 = Rdiv(Xer +wl?,6%,).
(3) The residual errors, denoted by Ry4+1,r and Ty41 g, are defined by
Ryt1,r = Ryr + Pg1r + wéi)lé)(vq —g) + (vg — ﬁq)@)wz(;i)p
Tys1,r=Tyr+ Yo r + w((zi)l(eq —04) + (vg — T)q)HfZi)l
Remark 6.3. Notice that w((;?l,
the set
[—2+ (642 0g) ™" = 37, =1 — (632 Xg) " + 3075 U [1 4 (612Ag) ™" — 307, 2 — (51/2Xg) ™" + 3T .
Therefore, we conclude the same for w((zi)l, 9;1)1, and, hence, for wgi1, 441, Rg+1 and Tyq1. However,

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

(852 A0+1) ™+ BT(EY2A) A < (572A0) 7

Ryr, Pyv1,1m, Sqr, Tqr, Ye+1,r, and X, r have temporal supports inside

Hence, the conditions (39) and (1) are true at the level ¢ + 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

Lemma 6.4. The following estimates are valid:

g nln < 60 W AN, B¢ eonll v < 047 AN, YN e{0,1,...,L—3}. (6.18)
| D knln < 00 nry AN, | De.rbeonlln < 007 07 AN, YN €{0,1,...,L —3}. (6.19)
g knln+ros < 8y AET2EN, B¢ ol vaz—3 < O JAET30N, YN >0. (6.20)
| Dt,ragknlNir—3 S 5;421,"/\5737';15;]\,, |De,rbe ool N+ L—3 < 5;4211”)\5737';16;]\[, VYN =0, (6.21)

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on I'; M, « and N.

We can now give the estimates of the perturbations wéi)l, 9((11)1.

the constant My and verify the inductive estimates (3.2) and B3).

In fact, at this point we can also fix

Lemma 6.5. There exists a positive constant My, which depends only on the parameters 3 and L, such
that

s s MO 1/2
lwgyln, 1655y < 2850, YN € {0,1,.... ). (6.22)
Moreover, we also have
lwgr1lw, [Og+1lln < ModPANyy, YN €{0,1,..., L}. (6.23)

Proof. We can follow [2I] to establish the bounds related to the velocity perturbation wg41. Note that
in the proof, for a constant Cf,, we need to choose My = 2C[, supg y, ,, |g¢,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 ©,41. Notice that, the corrector term satisfies |9§21(t)| < HG((I]i)l lo, while
thanks to disjoint temporal supports of {h<7k7n+15<1k1n}<1k1n, we have from (G.IT)

[0 N < 5P [l b nVegrr Tl

< gsllip e et ([Ve g1 T TN B¢ kmllo + [Ve Mg i) oD e, ) -
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We can make use of proposition 2.1 to conclude
[VeAgr1Wp)]n (IDVeAgi1) v -1 [ Vo + [VeAgi1 ) [V v-1)
(Agiql*’Aq+1€;N)-

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

A

A

My = max{2C’L sup |9e,k,nl|, 2D sup |h<7k7n|},
§.k,n ¢kn

where Cy,, Dy, are constants depending on L only, to conclude the proof of the estimate (G.22]).
Finally, taking advantage of lemma [5.6] we conclude that

1/3
(t) 0g+17 joN—a _ 1/2 [ Aq N
10g+1llv < Lig+1 ¢ SO </\q_+1 Ag+1-

Therefore, by selecting ag to be sufficiently large, we can complete the proof of the estimate ([©23). O
Corollary 6.6. The following estimates hold:

1/2
lvge1llos [0g41lo < M(1 - 6;%), (6.24)
[vgr1lns 18gs1ln < MEYAAN,, VN e {1,2,...L} (6.25)
1 1 1/2
lvg+1 — vglo + )\—quﬂ — gllr + [0g41 — Ogllo + )\—Heqﬂ —Ogl1 < 2M6q{|»1' (6.26)
q+1 q+1
Proof. For a proof, consult [21]. O

6.5. Estimates for the linear errors R,.1,; and T11,r,. We first write

Rys1,r = R(wl?)) - Vigr) + R(Dyrw's)) + R(65) e2),

Nash error Transport error

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:

|De.rVigr|n, |DerVgr|n < 6,70 2, VYN e {0,1,...L—4},  (6.27)
| Dy, rVogr|n+r—a, |DerVOgr|ner—a < AL 20N, VYN >0, (6.28)
|D? rag v D2 rbe sy < 00y AN, YN e{0,1,...L—4}, (6.29)
1D? pag | v+ r—as |D2rbesnlnen—a < Sgs A Ar b e N yN =0, (6.30)

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on I', M, « and N.
Proof. For the proof of ([6.27) and (6:28) related to the velocity filed, we simply follow [21I]. However, for

the same related to temperature, we give details below. As usual, we first write
Dt,pV@Lp = DtVéq + DtVfoll + 9((13)_1 . vaqyr.
We can rewrite the first term as
DV, = VD0, — (V0,)*.
Now to get the desired estimate, we mollify the second equation in Euler-Boussinesq-Reynolds system

() to obtain B B
Dby + div ((vg0q) * Co, — Dgby) = div Ty 0,
and, therefore,
[DVOgln < IDBgn+1 + [0g]v+1104]2
S (vaby) * Ce, = Bgbgln+2 + [ Ty0
Making use of the Constantin-E-Titi commutator estimate (cf. Proposition 2.3)), we have
| (vgBq) * Co, — Vgbglnsa < 0AY T2, YN €{0,1,...,L — 4},
28
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H (’quq) * ng — 'DqéqHN-k—L—Q < fg_Néq)\é < 5q)\§_2€;N, YN =0

To deal with the second term, we make use of Lemma [£.2] and we use inductive estimates to bound the
last term. To summarize, D;V§, satisfies the desired estimates. Next, we write

1D:VOSL v < 1D v + [0l v 11057 1[0 + 104111057 1 v 1.
Making use of Lemma [5.6] and using pig4+1 > 5q /\q, we obtain
IDVOY) I < 8 AN 26,2, YN €{0,1,..., L — 4},
|DeVO) [ Nsr—a < 0gir AET26, N7 WN > 0.
Therefore, Dtigt_gl also satisfies the desired estimates. Finally, observe that
1082, - VV8q,r v < 1652, In6a,rlz + 16521 l08,x [ v +2,

and in view of Lemma [5.6] and Corollary 5.7 we conclude
1/2 \

[wl)y - VT |y S a1 1%;%4“2, YN €{0,1,.... L — 4},
q+

1/2/\

INF20 N YN =0,

q+1

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

qu+1 VVr|r-asn S 5q+1

(VI VT — Vi, Do g7
5q+1 n

Xy

X2, = V(YD G b (VE) T COOTE) )V, AR, = (O, VT ),
CeAr K'€lgn

With the help of the above notations, we can write

= _ 1/2 1/2 =
th,l"a57k7" = 5q{b-1,natzn/€7£ (Xli,n + sz,n) +2 5(1{5-1)”81677161)'75 (Xkl,n + Xl?,n)Dt,F (Xkl,n + Xl?,n)

A1 A2

+ 5q+1 nnth,F [DFYE (Xkl,n + sz,n)]DtI (‘Xkl,n + Xl?,n) + 5;421,77,77161)75 (‘Xkl,n + sz,n)th,F (‘Xkl,n + Xk%n)v

As =
and
D2 pbe o = Ay 20005 22 (A2 ,) + 20,920, o DT (X2 ,) D r (X2,) (6.31)

B, B,

+ )\ a/25 q+1, anDt,F [Dréﬂ (Xlg,n)] Dt,l‘ (Xlin) + /\I;Q/Q(S;fl nll kDF1/2 (‘Xlg,n)D?,F (Xlg,n) :

B
Bs 4

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

Ive (Xh, + X2 ,) v < A, IT2 (X2, v < AN, YN €{0,1,...,L — 4},
Ive (X, + X2 ) Ivrn—a S A4, YN, I02 (22 ,) Ivep—a < AET4N, YN >0,
| Derve (XL, + X2,) v < AN 7L, | Dy, pFl/Q(X,g)n)HN <AV YN € {0,1,.., L — 4},

|Derve (X, + X2 ) I Nen—a S N4 e, N, Dy, FF1/2 (X2 ) INer—a < AqL_“Tq_lé;N, VN = 0.
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We can also write similar estimates when D~g, DI'¢ replaces v¢ and I'¢ respectively. This would be
relevant for expressions Ao, Az, Ay, Bo, B3, and B4. Hence, we have

|Avw + Azl + [ Asly < 8,7 .7 2N, YN €{0,1,...,L — 4},

[Billn + |Ballnw + | Bslw < 8,8%,7 A, YN € {0,1,.., L — 4},

and

| Asns o+ [Aolnvera+ [Aslnyroa S 072 7 2AE~4, N, YN >0,

|Biln+r—a+ |BellN+r—a+ |BsllN+r—a < 5q/+21 nTa AN, YN = 0.

To deal with the rest of the terms A4y and B4, we require two material derivative estimates of Eg,k,n
which can be derived as in ([@31]). Therefore, we have all the required estimates except the estimate of
DV, In fact, following [21], we have

|D? V¥ n < 62NN < 720N, YN € {0,1,..., L — 4},

atg ~
| D7 pV k| Ner—a < AN N <7 2NN YN = 0.
Now we can use corollary 5.8 and lemma to conclude

HDI%,F(X}’Cl,n + Xl?,n)HN7 HD?,F(XI?,n)HN < T lé 1/\N VN € {05 17 7L7 4}5

t,q7'q

HD?,F(Xkl,n+Xk2,n)HN+L*4a HD?, (‘an)HNJrL 4$T 1€t;A§ 46 Nv VN = 0.

This concludes the proof of the lemma. O
Lemma 6.8. We have the following estimates:

1/2 ¢1/2
52802 0

HR( q+1 V’Uq F)HN7 HR( q+l veg; )HNS Alia)‘q-ﬁ-lu VN>07
q+1
1/2 ¢1/2
1% 15 ) )\
1DerR(wyy - Vogr)ln, [DerR(wg?y - Vgl £ === Ay, YN >0,
q+1

where the implicit constants only depend on I'; M, o, 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

R(wfzi)l-véq,p)=— RAv D> gekms1bern®eNgr1 Vi)V,

>“1+1 cehr,k,n
A Rdiv > hekni1bern®c(Ag1¥e) V04 0.
g+l CeAr,k,n

Using disjointness of temporal supports of the terms in the sum above, and R div being a sum of operators
of Calderén-Zygmund type, we can follow the arguments as in [2I] 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:

Rig(t,-) + h(t)) = R(g(t, ),

for every smooth periodic time-dependent vector field g and for every h which depends only on time.
Moreover, a straightforward adaptation of [I, 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

= s = s 5 1)\2/3
IR(Dyrwl vy [R(De 8 ) < TAN VN >0, (6.32)
q+1

kN
2/3—ba
q+1

| DerR(Derwl) ) [, [ DerR(Der6y))Iv <

) AN YN =0, (6.33)

where the implicit constants only depend on I'; M, o, and N.

Proof. The proof of ([6.32)) and (G.33]), related to velocity perturbation w((zi)l, are very similar to |2}
Lemma 4.9]. Indeed, we can write

R(Dyrw'®)) =

1 _ _
g1 —RVL<Dt,r > gf,k,nﬂa&,k,n‘l’s(/\q+1‘1’k))

Agt1 ¢eAr.kin

R div ( Z g£1k1n+1&§7k7n‘b5(>\q+1\i/k)vJ'5q7p>
§€AR,k,n

RVJ—(Dt,F Z hc,k,n+1bc,k,n‘1)<()\q+1\i’k))
ceAr kn

)‘q+1

Aot

R div < Z h<7k7n+1l_)<1k1n(1)<()\q+1\i/k)vJ"L_)q7p>.

Agt1 CeAr k,n

We can deal with each of the term as in [2I) 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

o), = Z D0 2 henkmiibenn VeAgr1 T)

n=0k€Zq n CEAT PR

3 = Ee oy (€PaH1 T Th e Ch k)
g e;qn C§T \/— !

Keeping in mind that V¢(Ay41¥}) is carried by the flow of 7,1, we can calculate

Dt F9¢(1+)1 Z Z Z Dt Fgg‘ k n+1)( U“HlCL"i’k 4 e—i)\q+1CL-\i/k)
n= OkeanquT

Dfﬁgﬂ)l = Z Z Z Dt & km+1) (e Par ¢l €_i’\q“&'\i’k)

0 k€Zg,n CeAT
Next, we already know that
| D0 r(Ec s Nra S 0y tqe1 b N ™0 < G AZBNE AN (6.34)
= — — 4o p—
IDE(Eckni)INva S Gatas10y Bl N < Crabg PSS N (6.35)

Therefore, we can apply Proposition 2.7 to conclude

_ IDeréenlo N | Dt v knsillata + IDeréemsilol V| Ata

R (P,

S l—a A—a
A q+1 )‘q+1
2/3 \1/3+4a 2/3
6¢Z+1)‘ )‘q+1 _ 5q+1)\q
~ 1-a T \2/3-5a’
Agia Adt1

where to obtain the last inequality we choose A € N sufficiently large, in particular A > a+ bQTbl. To obtain
the estimates for the higher derivatives, consider N > 1 and let 6 be a multi-index with [#] = N — 1, and
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i € {1,2}. Then, leveraging the fact that 0, R can be expressed as a sum of Calderén-Zygmund operators,
we proceed to estimate each term involved.

0:0°R (Dertih ) o < 1 (Dexbfh) Iv-rsa

< IDer(Eekmr)N=14a + AXT D (Eckmr1)llo
2/3\1/3+4a\ N—1+ —N41- ROV
223NVt + 0 ) <

Og+1 q+1 (q+1 ~ 7\ 2/3=5a “atl
q+1

A

and this gives the estimate ([6.32]), related to the temperature perturbation.
Next, to derive the estimate (G33]), we write

Dy rR(Dyr6)y) = R(DZL05)) + [Drr, RUDy r65)) = R(DE65),) + [0g,0, RIV Dy r6),).

To deal with the first term in the above expression, we again use Proposition 2.7, and choose A > o+ bQTbl,
to conclude

HR (D§F9<S> )H < | D? rE¢ kn+1llo N | D rE b miilava + 1 DErEckmntilo VU] ata

+1 11—« A—a
! )‘q+1 /\q+1
_ 2/3\1/3+4a _ 2/3
< gt, 5‘1+1A / Aqér;r _ ﬂt, 5‘1"‘1)\ / =4 61/2)\ )\50(
~ Ao 2/3—5a _ 9t1% “47q+1
g+1 >\q+1
and we also have
R (D2 Q+1)‘ N 1 N+5a
|e:0R (D2 ) . /—A = Bga0y AN
q+1

Finally, to deal with the commutator term, we make use of the Proposition 2.8l However, in order to
apply the Proposition [Z.8] we first introduce the “phase” ¢¢ k(x,t) := eira+16 [T(@)—=2] gq that

O T VA
Moreover, we also have the estimates, for any N > 1

S A1 D) N1 + A, | DYy —Td)). (6.36)

Let us now denote by

r-1
Qe = Z Z Z G¢. 1D, rE ent1,

n=0k€Zq n CEAT

and write
[0, RI(V D81 = [0 RIVR ke 18 4 id g1 [Tg,r - CH RIQe ettt

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

o F7P12

q+1

_ = A-1

Vg,r|1]0c ke De,rE¢ kn+11 c

< H q H H C)\2 . (k,n+ ” + )\A = Z H¢< th ngkn+l|‘l+z+a”'vq, |A ita

g+1 q+1 =0

Ag+1]Tg,rll1 ] @ thF5 ok, 1“0 CAg+1

T S 3 toeuDrosmerlisallarlacise
q+1 g+1 =0

We can make use of the bounds given in Corollary 5.7, (6:34)), ([6-36]), and choose A > 3%2 B to conclude
5q+151/2 13/6 5q+15;/2/\2/3
7/6—5a 2/3—5a
)‘q+1 )‘q+1

A

6q+161 2A >\q+1

[0 RIVDer0y)]
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In order to estimate higher derivatives, let N > 1 be a fixed integer, and consider a multi-index 6 such
that the total order of the derivatives, |0|, is equal to N. Then for any smooth functions b and F, we
have

b, R)(F) = [¢%b, R](F) + [b, R](¢°F).

Therefore, we apply Proposition 2.8 to conclude

|30 RIV D))

N+ao
_ = A-1
Vg, rl|N+1] ¢k DerEc k11 C - _
< [%g.rllx] ; et + Ao Z |é¢ kDe,rEc kmrillivivalgr|Nsa—ita
q+1 q+1 =0
A-1
o [Parlife kDirépmi|ni - C - _
B e 7 2 IocaDuréernilvrivalora-iva
q+1 q+1 =0
AN N+1 A—
q++11\|vq, [l dc kD rEepniilo  CAZH S
/\ + Z H(ZSC th FgC kn+1“z+a“vq,FHA ito
atl >‘q+1 i=0
N+ 1Pg N1l ek DerEc kmiio CAgrr
rlorlyeilderDurbernnlo | Ot N0 b e s
)\Q+1 )‘q+l i=0
N+ 1l0g )1l PckDerEe kmirn — CAgs1
a1 [V H/\C trbeknyil + = Z |é¢ kDi ¢ ksl N—1+itallVgr|A—ita
atl /\q+1 i=0
f;vﬁll\vq rliléciDrrEcrmiilo  CAYH S
)\Q+1 )‘q+1 i=0 o
< G102 XA AP
Here we have again used the bounds given in Corollary .7, (6.34)), (6.30), g‘égjg. This finishes
the proof of the lemma. O

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

Lemma 6.10. The following estimates hold

(s) ;fl = (s) f;; 5;f1
IR0, :1e2)|n < = AN [IDerR(6,7 1 e2)v S Y= ANy, VN =0, (6.37)
q+1 q+1

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on I'; M, o, and N.

Proof. Note that it is enough to get the estimates for 9((1 Jr)l, since for every smooth periodic time-dependent

vector field g and for every h which depends only on time, we have R(g(t,-)+h(t)) = R(g(t,-)). Therefore,
in order to establish the estimates ([G.3T), we first recall that

r-1
9((;1)162 = Z Z Z hegemn10¢ kn VeNgr1 k) ea

n=0 kel CeAr — o~
TGkt

N 1 N L
Z Z Z gc kon+1 (ez>‘q+1C Wy + e—qu+1§ .\pk)€2'
\/5 3y

n=0keZqn CEAT

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 9q 41, 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. g
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6.6. Oscillation error R,;1,0. Let us first write

- : (p) (p) i (ay(P) (e) (e) (@)
Ryt1,0 = RAiv(Syr +wyy; @wgy) + Rdiv(w,yy @w, /) + qu ®wq+1 + Wyl @wyyy) -
~
Principal oscillation error Divergence corrector error

To deal with the first term, we closely follow [2I]. Indeed, we first recall the notation

Aok = a?,k,n(v‘l’k)_1§ QE(V,) T+ g ko (VVE)™ V)T = Aé,k,n + A?,k,m
and analogously denote

A = 83 (V) HEREVEL) T + 82, (VU RV = Ay, + A2
Then we compute

w @uwly = N 24182 (V) THWe @ We) (Agi1 ) (V)T

EEAR,k,n
+ Z h?,k,n-&-lgg,k,n(v\ik)il(w( Q@ W) (Ag1 Wp) (V)T
CEAT,k,n
= Z gg,k,nﬂﬁf,k,n(v\i/k)*lﬁ (VI + Z hg,k,n+1627k7n(v\ijk)71< ® (V)T
EeAR,k,n CeAr,k,n
+ Z gg,k,nﬂdg,k,n(v‘i’k)_l(P#OWE Q@ We)(Ag1Tx) (V)7
cehn kn
+ Z hE ns10t o (V) T HP2oWe @ We) (A1 i) (V)T
Cehpikon
= —S¢r + Z gg,k,nﬂ(ﬁé,k,n - A%,k,n) + Z hc o1 ( c kon Ac kon)
£eAR,k,n CeAT kn
+ Y Frnt18 k(YR T (ProWe @ We) (Mg 11 Tr) (V)T
§€AR,k,n
+ Z hg,k,nﬂgg,k,n(v‘i’k)_l(P;ﬁowc @ W) Agy1Vx) (V)T
Cehpikon

where P represents the Fourier projection operator that extracts the mean-zero components of 2-tensors.
We can also write
P#OWU ® WG’ = QO'U ® g,
where (2, is defined by
Qy(z) = %(emgl'z + eiQi‘Tl'x).
This enables us to decompose the oscillation error into distinct components as:

Rdiv(Sq,p+w§’f1®wg’fl) = RdiV( Z gg,k,nHQf()\qH‘i’k)f‘_@,k,n>
fEAR,k,n

+Rdiv< R <Aq+1\ifk)fi§,k,n> +Rdiv< D G (A, — Aé,k,m)
CeAr,k,n AR k,n

. 2 12 2
+Rdiv < Y B (A, - Ac,k,n))-
CEAT,k,n

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

Lemma 6.11. The following bounds are valid:

| A¢ knllns 142 5 nllv S g0 Ay, VN e {0,1,..., L — 3},
HDt FAg knllvs | Dy, FA knln < (5q+17an_l)\éV, VN € {0,1,...,L — 3},
|A |AZ kv sr-3 S dgpimg 20", YN >0
HDtyrAf,k,nHNJrL*& |Der A2y nlNsr—s S 5q+1,n/\§737’¢;1€;N, VN =0,
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where all the implicit bounds are dependent on I', M, a and N. Moreover, it holds that

52 \1/3

_ — +17'9
HAé,k,n - A%,k,n”% HAg,k,n - Az,k,nHO < 5q+1,n Z/Q /3

q q+1

We can now state the estimates in the following two lemmas. Again, we skip the proofs since they are

very similar to [21I, Lemma 4.11] and [2I] Lemma 4.12].

Lemma 6.12. The following bounds are valid:

S Sg+1A
HRdiv < Z gg,k,n-y-lgé()‘qﬂ‘IJk)Aé)k)n) ’ < datl q/\éV+1, VN =0,
N

1—2
¢eAR k,n /\q+1a
. = dg1A
HRle ( Z hg,k,nJrlQC()‘lH-l \Ilk)Ag,k,n) ’ < )(\11,2; )‘éVJrlv VN =0,
CeAr.kn N q+1

’Dt,FRdiV( > g?,k,nJrlQﬁ()‘q-k—l\i}k)Aé,k,n) ’ < Ha+10411 0341 A g4 1, YN = 0.
geAr,k,n N

HDt,FRdiv< Z h§7,€7n+1§2¢()\q+1\if;€)/1§7k7n>H < Hg+10q+1A0 11 A0 1, VN = 0.
CeAr,k,n N

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on I'; M, o, b, and N.

Lemma 6.13. The following bounds are valid:

51/2 )\1/3
: 2 1l 1 +17  ya N
Rle( Z 95,k,n+1(Ag,k,n—A5,k,n)) < Og+1 ?/2 73 Agr1Agr1s YV = 0.
¢eAp,k,n N dq )\q+1
1/2 1/3
. 2 12 2 +17'q « N
Rle( Z hc,k,n+1(Ac,k,n—Ac,k,n)> S5q+1ﬁ a+12g+1, VN = 0.
CeAr.k,n N dq )\q+l

‘Dt,FRdiV ( Y iAo — A%,k,ﬂ)“ S Hat18g41705 110041, YN =0
£eAR k,n N

HDLFRdiV < Z h?,k,n-o-l([l?,k,n - Ag,k,n)) ’ S /Lq+15q+1/\3+1>‘¢]1v+17 VN =0
CeAr.kn N

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on I', M, a and N.
Finally, we derive the estimates for the error introduced by the divergence corrector.

Lemma 6.14. The following bounds are valid:

. C C c c 5 1)\
[Rdiv(w®, @wl), +wi @ wl), +wl), ®w§+)1)HN <L, YN0,
q+1
B . c c c c 6 1)\
HDt,FRdIV(wéi)l ®wé£1 + wéﬁl ®w((1i)1 + w¢(1+)1 ®w¢(1+)1)HN < uqﬂ%)\é\;l, VN =0,
q+1

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on T', M, o, and N.

Proof. The proof follows directly from |21 Lemma 4.13], modulo cosmetic changes.
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6.7. Oscillation error Tj,.1,0. Keeping in mind that div w(i)l = 0, we can rewrite the error as

Tyino = Rav(Xyr + 000+ Raehuid)
(S
Principal oscillation error Divergence-mean corrector error
As usual, our aim is to cancel the error X, r with the low frequency part of the interaction of 9((111)1 and
é Jr)l To that context, let us first recall that
Bt = b2 pn (V)1 and Be g = 02 4., (VE) T'C.
Making use of disjointness properties, we write
0wl = Y Ml en (V)T (VW) Agar T)
CeAT,kn
= Z hz,k,nJrlBg,k,n(v\I]k)_lC + Z hg,k,nJrle,k,n(v\Ijk)_l(]P#OVCWC)()‘Q—Fl\Ijk)
CeAT, ki CeEAT k.
= —Xgr+ D, Bhaii(Bekn = Bekn)+ Y hE gD pn (V) T (ProVeWe) (Ag 1 W)
CeAT kn CeAT k,n

As before we have P.oV W, = Q¢(, and we can write

Rdiv(Xgr + 05 w?)) = Rd1v< S © ()\q+1\ilk)f3<7k7n>
CeAr,k,n

+Rdiv ( D0 B jni1(Begn — Bc,k,n))-
CEAT,]C,TL

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

Lemma 6.15. The following bounds are valid:

| B¢ enl| v < Ogr1.mY, VN €{0,1,....L — 3},
|Dt.rBe kv € Sgr1m7y 'AY, YN € {0,1,..,L — 3},
|Be kil v ir—3 S 6qp1mAh 720", YN >0
ID¢.rBeeon | N+L—3 < 5q+17n)\5737'(;1€;N, VN >0,

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on I', M, a and N. Moreover, we have

1/2 \1/3
< 5 1 5‘1{"1)\‘1/
~ Yq+ln a9 13

eV

| B¢ ko —

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 and Corollary 6.8 In what follows, we first write

Bekm — Bekn = (02 oy = 02 10) (VER) I+ 025, (V8R) 1 = (VT) 1)
Therefore,
(V&)™ = (V8) o

For the first term, an application of the mean value inequality yields

\|B<kn*B<an0~Hbckn canoJerc/m

182 . = O el S 1V 8k = V0| Ty nllo + [ Tyn — Tonlo| VPl
Since mollification estimates yield
|Tqn = Tamllo < [DerToynlloleg < Sqr1.n7y g,

we can make use of lemmas [(5.3] .10, 6.1l and [6.4] to conclude

0 < 5q+1,n (Tqﬁ +T gt,q b 5q+1,n 5;/2A1/+31 + )\2/+31 q+1 |-
q q

1Bk —

This concludes the proof of the lemma by choosing «a sufficiently small. O
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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:

. A
’R div < Z hC k 'n,+1 )\q+1 \I/k)BC k n> H ;\1;—120? )\éerl’ VYN > O, (648)
CeAr,k,n q+1
’Dt)eriV ( Z hzykynJrlQC()\q_H \i]k)BC,k,n) ’ < Mq+15q+1)\§+1)\év+l, YN = 0. (6.49)
CeAr,k,n N

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on I'; M, o, b, and N.

Lemma 6.17. The following bounds are valid:

. : et
HR div ( D B i (Bewn — BQ;M)) ’ < 5q+1%,\a AN, YN = 0. (6.50)
CeAr,k,n N dq )\q+1
’Dt)eriV ( Z hg,k,n+1(BCJ€7n — B<7k7n)) H < uq+15q+1)\2¢+1)\é\f+1, YN >0 (6.51)
CeAr,k,n N

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on I', M, a and N.

Lemma 6.18. The following bounds are valid:

. Jgs1
HRdiv(oyflngl)HN <L, YN0, (6.52)
g+1
* . C 6 )\
HDt,FRdww;’Qlw;Ql)HN < ligit illa A1, YN =0, (6.53)
q+1

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on T', M, o, and N.

Proof. The proof follows directly from [2I, Lemma 4.13], modulo cosmetic changes. O
6.8. Residual errors R, r, and T, r. First notice that, in view of P, and Y1, we can write
Ryi1,r = Ryr + wq+1®wq+1 + We1®(vg — Tg) + (Vg — Tg)@Wgt1 + (Rg — Ry0),

Torrr = Tor + w16+ w,1(8, — 8,) + (v — 5)Og1 + (Ty — Tyo)-
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:

Sgr1 A
IR rln, [Tyr|y < i\ AN, VN >0,
q+1
_10g+1A
HDt FR(L |N7 HDt FT7 |N p3 Tq ! q)\-;ilq)\iz\crlv VN =0,

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on T', M, o, and N.
Proof. The proof of the lemma follows from [21, Lemma 4.14], thanks to the Proposition 5] and the

Lemma [5.6 O
Lemma 6.20. The following bounds are valid:
5. \23
t) +1
qu-f-l@wq-f-IHN’ Hw¢(1+19(+1“N = %)‘q-&-lv VN =0,
q+1
_ 9 g1 r?
HDt,F( q+1®wq+1)HN7 HDt F( q+19q+l)HN MQ+1W)‘q+17 VN =0,
q+1

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on T', M, o, and N.

Proof. The proof of the lemma follows from [2I, Lemma 4.14], thanks to Lemma [5.6 O
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Let us now provide estimates for the error introduced by spatial mollification.

Lemma 6.21. The following bounds are valid:

1/2 ¢1/2
o _ _ o 5q+15q )\q N
qu+1®(’l)q — ’Uq) + (’Uq - ’Uq)®wq+1HN < Aiﬂ)\q_'_l, VN e {0, 1,..., L} (654)
q
_ 52 552N,
|wg1(05 = 04) + (vg — 09)Og41 |y < %A{jﬂ, VYN e{0,1,...,L} (6.55)
q

1/2 ¢1/2
o3 ou2 64\

12 " AN (6.56)
q

HDt,F (wq+l®(vq —Ug) + (vg — 5q)®wq+l)”N < 5q+1)\;/3)\q+1
VN € {0,1,...,L — 1},
1/2 (1/2
o3 00104 *A

= n _ 1/2
HDt,F (wq+1(9q —04) + (vg — Uq)®q+1)HN < 5q{ﬁ-1)‘111/3)‘q+1 At q)‘tjvarlv (6.57)
YN e {0,1,..,L — 1},
Og+1A
HquRq,OHNa HTq*Tq,OHN < (;\J;_'_lqA(]]V-f-la VN e {0715"'5L}7 (658)
HDt,F(Rq - Rq,O)HNv HDt,F(Tq - Tq70)HN < 5q+15;/2)‘q)‘z]1\,+17 VN e {07 L..,L— 1}7 (6'59)

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on T', M, o, and N.

Proof. For the proof of (654, (650), (65) and ([@59), we refer to the reader [21) Lemma 4.16]. Here
we only give details of the estimates ([G.53]) and (E571).
First observe that, thanks to Proposition [Z2] and inductive assumptions on 6,, we have

_ ~ A
lvg — Vgl n, [0 — 04| n < 5;/2)\ 4 /\évﬂ.
q+1

Therefore, we can use estimates of Lemma [6.5] to conclude ([655). Indeed, we have

1/2 ¢1/2
qiléq/ )‘q )\N

qu-*-l(gq - éq) + (Uq - 5q)®q+1HN S qu-f-IHNHQq - éqHO + H®q+1H0qu - ﬁqHN < Aot
q

To estimate (657, we first recall that we have (cf. Lemma [6.14] and Lemma [6.20)

1/2 \1/3
_ _ _ _ A

1/2 t t +17'9
|Decw) v, 1DerbS) I <m0t AN ys 1 Derw v [ Derb I < g~ 73 AV

q+1

Moreover, following [21], we have

B 51/2)\
| Der(vg — Tg)| v < SWANPALE, ; 1‘1 AN, YN €{0,1,.., L1},
q+

while for the other term, we notice that
Dt,l“(eq - éq) = wgtﬁl V(0 — éq) + Dt(eq - éq)a
where
1/2 \1/3 \
w0, —0,)|n < LT §Y2 24 Z\NHL YN e (0,1..., L — 1}
q+1 q q

1/3 q q+1>
)‘q{ﬁ-l /\q+1

Therefore, we need to estimate the term Dy (v, — 9,). To that context, we write

Di(0y — 04) = (040g + vq - VO,) — (0104 + vg - VO,) x (o, + (U — vg) - Vg + div((ve04) * Co, — Tgby)-
Thanks to the Euler-Biussinesq-Reynolds system Bl we can write

|(Orvg +vg - VOy) — (Orvg + vg - VO,) % G, | N < | divT, — divT, ol ~,
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and Proposition yields

Sg41 A2
| div T, — div Tl n < f\“ﬂquH, YN e{0,1,..,L — 1}.
q
Moreover, we have
52
[(@g = vq) - VOa|nw < P4 = vallwlfalls + T4 = vgllo|fglv+1 5 Aqf A1, YN €{0,1,..., L — 1},
q
and Constantin-E-Titi commutator estimate (cf. Proposition [Z3]) yields
. SNy
Jdiv((vy) » G, = 7 S T2 9N 20
q

Therefore, we conclude that

552
|Der(8 — 8g)| v < SuAAYENZE 2 I, YN {01, L 1),
q+1

This essentially finishes the proof of the lemma.
6.9. The Pressure term. Recalling the expression (5.54) for p, r, we write

w2
Pg+1 = Pq + Z pq+1 n q2 + <vq — Vg, wq+1>

n=1

7ZA d1Vd1V an+ Z Zggkn-t-l 5kn+ Z Z thn+l Ckn)

k€Zqyn EEAR k€Zqy,n CEAT

Lemma 6.22. The following bounds are valid:

512 51/2)\1/3

1¥q
Ipg+iln < ”T/\ﬁfﬂ, VN € {1,2,..., L},
)\Q+1

where all the implicit bounds are dependent on T', M, o, and N.
Proof. We have

Ipg+1ln S Ipallw + Nlwis Pl + K8 = vg, wesn)|n + Z Iyl

n=1

(6.60)

+ZHA div div (Rg,n + Z Zggknﬂ Ehn T Z than 2 en) v

k€Zyn EEAR k€Zy,n CEAT
First notice that, inductive assumptions give us
512 51/231/3

FARES ‘”}# YN e {1,2,...,L}.

q+1

Next, recall that prtH n = 20k TPk, and (0.6) implies

Prn = AT =2div(wy,p - VI,) + div(0r ne2)] = A7 divdiv(2¢y,,, V5, + Ay),
where A, denotes the 2 x 2 matrix with entries A,(1,1) = A,(1,2) =0, and A,(2,1) = A,(2,2)

Since A~!divdiv is a Calderén-Zygmund type operator, we have, for N > 0,

Hpk,nHNJra < H‘/’k,nHNnLaHVT}qHa + Hwk,nHaHVT}qHNJra + H‘Pk,nHNnLa
1/2 ¢1/2,1/3
6‘1+1 51/2)\ AN+20¢ < q+15‘1 Aq N
g+~ 1/3 q+1-
Mg+1 )\qul

A
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Fir the other term, thanks to sufficiently small o > 0, Lemma 5.4l and Proposition[5.1], we have for N > 1,
HA_l div div (Rq,n + Z Z gg,k,n+1Aé,k,n + Z Z hf‘,k,nJrlAg,k,n) |N+a

k€Zqn EEAR k€Zq n CEAT
51/2 51/2/\1/3
< HRq,nHNJra + HAU,k,nHNJra < %
A1

Finally, the estimates for |w((;21|2 and (Tq — vg, Wg+1, 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:

IPgeilv < M26,0100, 1, YN e {1,2,...,L}. (6.61)
Proof. The proof follows from |21, Lemma 4.18]. O

6.10. Verification of inductive estimates at level ¢ + 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:
|Rgs1llvs [Tgsllnv < Gqra A VYN € {0,1,..., L}, (6.62)
| Dt Ryl ns | Degar Tyt | v < Squaby AN 2%, YN € {0,1, ..., L — 1}, (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

HRq-ﬁ-l HNa HTq-HHN < (6;/25;f1Aq 5q+21 )‘2/3 5q+1)‘q 52421)‘3/3 ) )\55:1)\N+1'
Ag1 N Agm o ayalE
It is easy to see, thanks to 1 < b < % and 8 < 1/3, that the last term of the above expression is
dominant and we have (for sufficiently large ag, sufficiently small o > 0 and for all N € {0,1, ..., L}):
3/2 \1/3
|Rgsallw, [Toalln < (;7217133)‘211)‘2\;1 < Ogr2hgi ™
q q+1

To obtain material derivative estimates associated with v4y1, we first write
|Dtgs1Rast v < 1DerRystlln + (g = Bg) - VRggr v + [wl?y - VRyia |y,

|Degs1Tas1 v < [ DerTystln + |(vg — ) - Vgsa|w + [wl?y - Vi | v

Again, collecting all the estimates derived in the previous sections, for all N € {0, 1, ..., L—1}, we conclude
that

_ _ ) +16;/2)\2/3 1/2 3/2 \2/3411/3 53421)\2/3
|DirRyt1ln, | DerTy+1ln < (QT + 5q+15q/ Ag + 6q+1)‘q/ Ags1 T : 2/3
g+1 q+1
1/2 3/2 \4/3
Jqr104 A2 6q{#—1)‘q/ 0g4104° 2" ) Ao AN
1/3 1/3 q+17%q+1"
/\q+1 )\q{f-l )\qﬁ_l

Therefore, thanks to b < % < %, we have for sufficiently small @ > 0,

IDexRysaln, [DerTyly < 0q428, 3ANH 72, YN € {0,1,..., L — 1},
For the rest of the terms, thanks to Lemma [6.5] we have
_ _ 1/2 %
(@ = v4) - VRara |, 18 = vg) - Vgl S Gqeady AANH 2,

1/2 _
[y - VRt v, [0Sy - VT < 0qradb P AN -2

This finishes the proof of the lemma. O
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APPENDIX A. WELL-POSEDNESS RESULTS FOR THE LINEARIZED EULER-BOUSSINESQ EQUATIONS

Here we discuss, for any fixed T' > 0 and dimension d > 2, the well-posedness results of the linearized
Euler-Boussinesq system of equations on the domain [~T,7] x T¢. In what follows, we consider the
following linearized Euler-Boussinesq equations:

oow+v-Vw+w-Vuo+ Vp+ Bey = F
3,E®+U-V®+w-v9=G (A1)
divw = 0,

w|,_y = wo, Ol,_y =,

Here the unknowns are the scalar temperature © : [-T,7T] x T — R, the vector-field w : [-T,T] x
T¢ — R%, and the pressure p : [-T,T] x T — R. Moreover, u is a given divergence-free vector field.
Furthermore, 6 : [-T,T] x T¢ - R, F : [-T,T] x T - RY, G : [-T,T] x T? - R, wp : T¢ — R? and
O : T - R? 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

—Ap =divdiviv @ w + w ®v) + div(Oez) = 2div(w - Vv) + div(Oez). (A.2)

Hence, we can recast the first equation of the above system (AJ]) as follows:

{@w +v-Vw + (Id —2VA~1div)(w - Vo) — VAT div(Oes) + Oeg = F (A.3)

w|t:0 = Wo.

Now we are in a position to state and prove the global well-posedness results for the system of equations
given by (A). In fact, we will assume that the pressure p has mean zero to make sure it is uniquely
determined by the pressure equation (A22)).

Proposition A.1. Let us fit T > 0, N € N\{0}, a € (0,1). Moreover, assume that the velocity and
the temperature v,0 € C([-T,T]; CN*T1*(TY)), the source terms F,G € C([-T,T];CN*+*(T4)) and
wo, Og € ONTY(TY) such that wy is divergence-free. Then, there exists a unique solution (w,©,p) of the
system (AJ)) in the following regularity class:

w,0 € C([-T,T); CNT*(Th)) n CY([-T,T]; CN~1H(T?)), and p e C([-T,T];CNT(T9)).

Proof. We first prove the local existence of solutions to (AJ]). In fact, we will establish well-posedness
results for w and © only, in the required regularity class, since the estimate for the pressure p will
follow from the pressure equation (A2)). For the local existence of solutions, we first let ¢ € N\{0} and
inductively define wy, ©, € C;CN+* A C}CN=1*2 a5 solutions of the following system:

Qrwg +v - Vwg + T (wg—1 - Vv) —S(Og_1€2) + O4_1e2 = F
019q+ v VO, + wg—1-VO=0GCG
wgl,_y = w0,  Ogf,_, = 0.
Here 7 and S are the Calderén-Zygmund type operators (Id —2VA~!div) and VA~! 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) wg, and ©,. Moreover, notice that

wq(x,t) = wo(T(x,t)) _/0 T (wg—1 - VU)(X (¥ (x,t),s),s)ds +/0 F(X(¥(z,t),s),s)ds,

+/O S(Gq162)(X(\I/(x,t),s),s)ds/0 Og—1e2(X (¥(z,1),5),8)ds

O4(z,t) = O9(¥(z,t)) — /0 (wg—1 - VO (X (¥ (z,1),s),s)ds + /0 G(X(¥(x,t),s),s)ds,

where, as before, we denote by X and ¥, the forward and backwards flows of v, respectively. Notice that,
in view of the above expressions and induction on ¢, we can conclude wq, ©4 € C,CN*_ Moreover, we
1



conclude that wy, ©, € C}CN =12 gince
Oywg = —v - Vwy — T(wg—1 - Vv) — S(O4_1€2) + Oy_1€2 + F,
010q = —v - VO, —wy—1 - VO + G.
For a sufficiently small 7 > 0, it is also easy to see that both the sequences {w,,} and {©,,} are Cauchy
in the space C([—7,7]; CN**(T9)) n C*([~7,7]; CN~1+%(T%)). Indeed, to see this, let us denote by
Vg = Wqy1 — Wq and zg = Og41 — O4. Then, they satisfy
Orvg + v - Vug + T(vg—1 - Vv) — S(z4—1€2) + 2g—162 = 0,
Otzq +v-Vzg—vg—1-VO =0,
Vglimo =0 Zgli = 0-
Then, thanks to Proposition [Z9 and under the assumption 7||v|ytq < 1, we have
lvglla £ TIT (vg-1- Vv) = S(zg-1€2) + Zg-162]0 S 7 ([0g-1]la + [2g-1lla)
Moreover, for all 1 < k < N, we have
[Vglkta < T[T (Vg1 - Vv) = S(zg-1€2) + 2g-1€2] k0 < T (|[vg-1]k+a + [2g-1]k+a) -
Therefore, we conclude that
[vgln+a < CT (Jvg-1lnta + |2g-1N+a)

where the constant C' depends on N, o and |v||N414+q. Similarly, under the same assumption 7||v|nia <
1, Proposition implies

|2 N+ < CTllvg-1]N+a-
If we choose 7 such that C7 < 1/2, then, combining above two estimates, we obtain

1
(lvglv+a + zqlv+a) < o7 (lvollv+a + |20l vra) -

In other words, both the sequences {w,} and {©,} are Cauchy in C([—,7]; CN**(T%)). To conclude
that both the sequences are also Cauchy in C*([—7,7]; CN~1*%(T?)), we see that for q,¢" € N\{0}, we
have
10t (wg — wgr) [ N—1-a + |0:(Og = Og')[N-1-a < [lwg — wg[N+a + [Og — OglIN+a
+ |wg—1 = wy—1n-14a + [Og-1 = Og—1[N-1+a-
Then, by defining,
w = lim wg € C([~7,7]; CV*(T?)) 0 CH([~7, 7]; OV 1 (T7)),

q—®

O = lim 0, € C([~7,7]; CNT*(T%)) A CH([—7,7]; CN 1T (T)),

q—0
we can conclude that w and © solves the system (AJ) on the time interval [—7,7]|. This proves the
existence of local solutions to (A]).

It is also clear that such local solutions are unique. Indeed, by denoting w; and we, two solutions of
the first equation of (AJ]), and ©; and ©,, two solutions of the second equation of (AJ), we see that
Yy 1= wy —w; and z := Oy — O satisfy

oy +v-Vy+T(y Vv) —S(zez) + zea = 0,
Oiz+v-Vz—1y-VO0=0,
Yo =0, 2o =0

Again, a simple application of Proposition [Z9] under the assumption |¢||v[1 < 1, reveals that
t t

o0l < [ 170 Vo)(8) = Szea) + sealads < [ (a9l + (., 5)a) ds
0 0

IZ(',t)IaS/O I(y'W)(',S)IadSS/O [y (-5 s)llads,



Therefore, a standard Gronwall’s argument reveals that y = z = 0, inside the time interval (—|v|{*, [v]|7 ).
To obtain the global uniqueness, we simply cover the interval [T, T] by intervals of length [[v]{*.
To prove the existence of global-in-time solutions, we first denote by t, = %pT, for p € Z. Moreover,

we denote the unique solutions by w® and ©° on the interval (—,7), with initial data w = wo and

‘|
t=0
60’15:0 = ©g respectively. Furthermore, we define w?, and © to be the solutions on (¢, —7, t,+7)N [T, T]

with initial conditions
wP=L(t,), if p>0,
wPt(t,), if p <0,

or-1(t,), ifp > 0,

wP =
’t:tp orti(t,), if p <0,

p‘ —
and © b=t

respectively. Thanks to uniqueness result, we can now define global-in-time solutions w(-,t) = wP (-, t),
for t € (t, — 7,t, + 7), and O(-,t) = OP(.,¢), for t € (t, — 7,¢p, + 7). This finishes the proof of the
proposition. O

Remark A.2. If we are given that v,0, F,G € C*([-T,T] x T%), and wy,O¢ € C*(T9), then we
conclude that the unique solutions w and © belongs to the regularity class C®([-T,T] x T%). In fact,
the conclusion w, © € C;CF is clear, and for the regularity in time, observe that

dw = —v - Vw — (Id —2VA~ 1 div)(w - Vo) — VAT div(Bes) + Oey + F,
0,0=—-0v-VO—-—w-VO+G
and, therefore, we conclude

w,0 e CPCP — w, 00 e CPCP — w,0 e CPH O™,
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