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NON-UNIQUENESS FOR THE NONLINEAR DYNAMICAL LAMÉ SYSTEM

SHUNKAI MAO AND PENG QU

Abstract. We consider the Cauchy problem for the nonlinear dynamical Lamé system with double wave speeds in

a d-dimensional (d = 2, 3) periodic domain. Moreover, the equations can be transformed into a linearly degenerate

hyperbolic system. We could construct infinitely many continuous solutions in C1,α emanating from the same small

initial data for α < 1
60

. The proof relies on the convex integration scheme. We construct a new class of building blocks

with compression structure by using the double wave speeds characteristic of the equations.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider the Cauchy problem for the nonlinear dynamical Lamé system on [0, T ]× Td, T > 0,

T = [−π, π], d = 2, 3,

∂ttu − µ∆u − (λ + µ)∇ div u + div(tr(∇u(∇u)⊤) Id−(∇u)⊤∇u) = 0, (t, x) ∈ (0, T ) × Td,

u(0, x) = u0(x), ∂tu(0, x) = u1(x), x ∈ Td,
(1.1)
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where u : [0, T ] × Td → Rd is a vector function, λ and µ are constants satisfying µ > 0, λ + µ > 0.

Similar to [10, 22], we introduce next the definition of a weak solution of this system.

Definition 1.1 (Weak Solution). By a weak solution of (1.1), defined on some interval (0, T ), we mean a function

u ∈ C([0, T ]; H2(Td))
⋂

C1([0, T ]; H1(Td)), with ∂tu ∈ C([0, T ]; H1(Td)), ∂ttu ∈ L2(0, T ; L2(Td)), u(0, x) = u0(x) ∈
H2(Td), and ∂tu(0, x) = u1(x) ∈ H1(Td) such that

∫ T

0

∫

Td

(−∂tu · ∂tη + µ∇u : ∇η + (λ + µ) div u div η − (tr(∇u(∇u)⊤) Id−(∇u)⊤∇u) : ∇η)dxdt

=

∫

Td

u1(x) · η(0, x)dx,

(1.2)

for any smooth function η ∈ C∞
0

([0, T ) × Td;Rd).

Moreover, we consider weak solutions which have Hölder derivatives in space, for instance,

|∂tu(t, x) − ∂tu(t, y)| + |∇u(t, x) − ∇u(t, y)| 6 C|x − y|β, ∀x, y ∈ T3,∀t ∈ [0, T ], (1.3)

for some constant C which is independent of t. Here β ∈ (0, 1) is the Hölder index. In this paper, we aim

to demonstrate the non-uniqueness of weak solutions that belong to C1,α([0, T ] × Td) for some α > 0, for the

nonlinear dynamical Lamé system as described in (1.1).

Remark 1.2. Similar to the study [13] on the non-uniqueness of weak solutions in C
1
3
−([0, T ] × Td) of the Euler

equations, here we also consider weak solutions in Hölder spaces.

As for the general wave equations in n dimensions,

∂ttu − ∆u = F(u,∇u,∇2u), t > 0, x ∈ Rn,

u(0, x) = εψ(x) ∈ C∞c (Rn), ∂tu(0, x) = εη(x) ∈ C∞c (Rn),
(1.4)

where ε is a small parameter, Λ̃ = (u,∇u,∇2u), and F(Λ̃) = O(|Λ̃|1+α) for α ∈ Z+. In [47], Li–Zhou gave the lower

bound estimate of the life-span T̃ (ε) of the classical solution to (1.4),

T̃ (ε) >


be(ε)(in [46]), n = 2, α = 1,

bε−2(in [43, 44, 50]), n = 3, α = 1,
(1.5)

where e(ε) is defined by ε2e2(ε) ln(1+ e(ε)) = 1. Moreover, if the nonlinear term F doesn’t depend on u explicitly:

F = F(∇u,∇2u), the result can be improved into

T̃ (ε) >


bε−2(in [46]), n = 2, α = 1,

eaε−1

(in [45, 50]), n = 3, α = 1.
(1.6)

The nonlinear term in (1.1) can be shown to satisfy the null condition, a concept first introduced by Klainerman.

In the three-dimensional case, Christodoulou [21] and Klainerman [37] proved that when F satisfies the null

condition, the Cauchy problem (1.4) admits a unique global classical solution for sufficiently small ε. For the

two-dimensional case, Alinhac [6] demonstrated almost global existence for quasi-linear wave equations under the

null condition. Later, Zha [67] extended this work to a broader class of systems using a unified methodology.

On the other hand, for nonlinear wave equations with small initial data that do not satisfy the null condition,

extensive studies have focused on finite-time blowup phenomena. Notable contributions in this area include works

such as [3, 4, 5, 7, 35, 60, 61].

It can be observed that (1.1) describes a system of quasi-linear wave equations with double wave speeds, a

characteristic that closely resembles elastodynamics. Significant progress has been made in the study of elasto-

dynamics, as highlighted in works such as [36, 41, 42, 62, 63, 64, 65]. John [36] demonstrated the almost global

existence of elastic waves with finite amplitude originating from small initial perturbations. Later, Sideris [62, 63]

proved that the null condition guarantees the global existence of nonlinear elastic waves in three spatial dimen-

sions. Additionally, Lei [42] introduced the concept of the strong null condition and established that systems of

incompressible isotropic Hookean elastodynamics in two dimensions admit a unique global classical solution for

sufficiently small initial displacements.

Significant progress has been made in the study of low-regularity solutions to systems of quasilinear wave

equations, as reflected in works such as [2, 40, 51, 59, 65, 68, 69]. It has been established in [51, 59, 65] that the
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Cauchy problem for quasilinear wave equations is locally well-posed in H s(R3) × H s−1(R3) for s > 3, which is

generally considered sharp. Zha–Hidano studied the Cauchy problem for 3D quasilinear wave systems satisfying

the null condition with low-regularity initial data. In the radially symmetric case, they demonstrated the global

existence for small data in H3(R3) × H2(R3) with a low weight and applied their results to 3D nonlinear elastic

waves. An–Chen–Yin [2] extended Lindblad’s classical results [51] on the scalar wave equation by showing that

the Cauchy problem for 3D elastic waves, a physical system with multiple wave speeds, is ill-posed in H3(R3) due

to instantaneous shock formation.

The Cauchy problem (1.4) with small initial data can essentially be reduced to the Cauchy problem for a system

of quasi-linear hyperbolic equations. According to [23, 39], for systems with genuinely nonlinear characteristic

families, different solutions can be constructed in the absence of an entropy admissibility condition. In this work,

we present a constructive proof of non-uniqueness for a specific class of linearly degenerate systems.

In particular, there have been several significant studies on the Lamé system, such as: Belishev–Lasiecka [9]

deal with the issue of boundary approximate controllability and related unique continuation property for a system

of dynamic elasticity governed by the Lamé model. Ma–Mesquita–Seminario–Huertas [54] prove an existence

result for Lamé systems with a damping-delay component and a nonlinear forcing. Wang–Freitas–Feng–Ramos

[66] investigated the global attractors and synchronization phenomenon of a coupled critical Lamé system defined

on a smooth bounded domain Ω ⊂ R3 with nonlinear damping and nonlinear forces of critical growth. In [33],

Guesmia–Harkat focused on the asymptotic behaviour of the solution as t and the state variable domain become

very large. Different rates of convergence are established according to the growth of the domain.

Our proof builds upon the convex integration method, originally developed by De Lellis and Székelyhidi

[26, 28]. In their foundational works [26, 27], they established non-uniqueness for incompressible Euler equa-

tions in L∞(Rn
x × Rt;R

n), showing that for certain bounded, compactly supported initial data, no canonical energy

admissibility criterion uniquely selects a weak solution. Building on these ideas, a series of remarkable develop-

ments [12, 14, 15, 24, 28, 29] culminated in the resolution of Onsager’s conjecture. This conjecture posited that the

exponentα = 1/3 marks the threshold for energy conservation in weak solutions within the Hölder space Cα for the

incompressible Euler equations. Isett [34] resolved the conjecture, and Buckmaster–De Lellis–Székelyhidi–Vicol

[13] extended the result to the dissipative case.

Recent advancements have further deepened our understanding of the non-uniqueness of entropy solutions for

both compressible and incompressible Euler equations in Hölder spaces. Notably, De Lellis–Kwon [25] discovered

continuous entropy solutions of the incompressible Euler equations in the Hölder class C
1
7
− that satisfy the entropy

inequality and strictly dissipate total kinetic energy. The case of the compressible Euler equations was subsequently

explored by Giri–Kwon in [30]. This approach has also been applied to other fluid dynamics systems, including the

incompressible Navier-Stokes equations, the compressible Euler-Maxwell equations, and magnetohydrodynamics

(MHD) equations, as demonstrated in works such as [8, 16, 17, 48, 49, 52, 53, 56, 57, 58].

There have also been a series of studies [1, 11, 18, 19, 20, 38] on the non-uniqueness of weak solutions to

the Riemann problem for various types of Euler equations. In [18], Chiodaroli–De Lellis–Kreml examined the

isentropic compressible Euler system in two spatial dimensions with the pressure law p(ρ) = ρ2 and demonstrated

the non-uniqueness of weak solutions for classical Riemann data. Building on this framework and leveraging

the method from [27], Chiodaroli–Kreml [19] proved the non-uniqueness of admissible weak solutions to the

Riemann problem for isentropic Euler equations. Notably, in [11], Kreml investigated the non-uniqueness in the

multi-dimensional model of Chaplygin gas, showing that all three characteristic families of the system are linearly

degenerate.

This paper is the first to apply the convex integration method to prove non-uniqueness for the nonlinear dy-

namical Lamé system. The system studied here exhibits a different mathematical structure compared to the Euler

equations, particularly due to the characteristic feature of double wave speeds, which is utilized to construct the

corresponding building blocks.

In this paper, we construct non-unique solutions in C1, 1
60
−([0, T ] × T3) and C1, 1

30
−([0, T ] × T2) for the Cauchy

problem (1.1). The proof for the three-dimensional case is slightly more intricate than for the two-dimensional

case, so we focus primarily on the three-dimensional case here. In fact, since the solution for the two-dimensional

case can be regarded as a special case of the three-dimensional solution, the three-dimensional result serves as a

corollary of the two-dimensional one.
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1.1. Main results. Next, we will introduce the main result of this paper. We present two main theorems that imply

the non-uniqueness of weak solutions of (1.1) in the Hölder class.

Theorem 1.3. If µ > 0, and λ + µ > 0, for any 0 < α < 1
60
, we can find infinitely many distinct weak solutions

u ∈ C1,α([0, T ] × T3) to the Cauchy problem (1.1) emanating from the same small initial data.

Theorem 1.4. If µ > 0, and λ + µ > 0, for any 0 < α < 1
30
, we can find infinitely many distinct weak solutions

u ∈ C1,α([0, T ] × T2) to the Cauchy problem (1.1) emanating from the same small initial data.

In this paper, we adapt the convex integration scheme to the quasi-linear wave equations (1.1). Below, we

will introduce the proof process and highlight the differences from the compressible and incompressible Euler

equations.

For quasi-linear wave equations, we consider the weak solutions of (1.1) emanating from small initial data, with

the magnitude of the initial data ‖u‖1 controlled by a small parameter ε. During the proof process, we would find

that ε depends on the difference of double wave speeds λ + µ. In the convex integration scheme, we will construct

a series of approximate solutions which converge to the weak solution of (1.1). A crucial step in this process is the

construction of the perturbation. This step is also where the differences between the quasi-linear wave equations

and the Euler equations arise.

For the Euler equations, we typically aim to construct perturbations that approximately satisfy the transport

equation to obtain good estimates on the transport error. However, after some simple calculations, we find that

the perturbations used in this paper need to approximately satisfy specific wave equations. Moreover, based on

the truncation technique, at q + 1 step, we can treat the uq from the previous step and its derivatives as constants

in the truncated region, so that the equation to be satisfied by the perturbation can be reduced to a wave equation

with constant coefficients (see Section 3.5). Based on this observation, we propose Lemma 3.4 to construct new

building blocks which consists of a longitudinal wave of size O(1) and a transverse wave of size O(ε). Notably, we

can construct such building blocks only if the wave speed difference λ + µ > 0, highlighting the importance of the

double wave speed property.

The construction of the perturbation is also closely related to the form of the nonlinear terms. The nonlinear

terms in (1.1) differ from those in the Euler equations. In (1.1), the nonlinear term div(tr(∇u(∇u)⊤) Id−(∇u)⊤∇u)

guarantees that the equation satisfies the null condition and that the corresponding hyperbolic system is linearly

degenerate. Moreover, it guarantees a certain geometric structure so that by (2.2), we can use the low frequency

part of tr(∇ũq,i+1(∇ũq,i+1)⊤) Id−(∇ũq,i+1)⊤∇ũq,i+1 to eliminate the Reynolds error Rq. It is also due to this form

that waves in different directions produce low–high frequency terms that cannot be eliminated and are poor in

estimation. So we can only add perturbation in one direction each time. Then, for the 3D case, at each step of the

iteration, we need to add different high frequency waves to the approximate solution for six times (see Section 2).

This method was used by Luo and Xin in [53].

1.2. Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we first present the outline of the induction scheme for constructing

the approximate solution sequence (uq, cq,Rq) and introduce two main propositions, Propositions 2.3 and 2.4,

which will be used in the proof of Theorem 1.3. Next, in Section 3, we construct the starting tuple u0 and the

perturbation ũq,i, which consists of five parts. The new error Rq+1 and the corresponding estimates are given in

Sections 4 and 5. Finally, the proofs of Propositions 2.3, 2.4, and Theorem 1.3 are detailed in Section 6. The

appendix provides proofs or statements of analytical facts used in the proofs of the propositions in the paper.

2. Outline of the induction scheme

In this paper, we will construct a series of approximate solutions uq which satisfy the following approximate

system and converge to a weak solution u of (1.1).

Definition 2.1. A tuple of smooth tensors (u, c,R) is an approximation solution tensor of equations (1.1) as long

as it solves the following system in the sense of distribution,

∂ttu − µ∆u − (λ + µ)∇ div u + div(tr(∇u(∇u)⊤) Id−(∇u)⊤∇u) = div(R − c Id), (2.1)

where the Reynolds error R is a 3 × 3 symmetric matrix.

We denote by R3×3 the space of 3 × 3 matrices, whereas S3×3 denotes corresponding subspace of symmetric

matrices. Moreover, we use the notation ‖R‖ = maxi j |Ri j| and introduce the following geometric lemma proposed

in [28].
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Lemma 2.2 (Geometric Lemma). For every N ∈ N, we can choose λ > 1 with the following property. There exist

pairwise disjoint subsets

Λ j ⊂ { f ∈ Z3|| f | = λ}, j ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,N},
and smooth functions

Γ
( j)

f
∈ C∞(Br0

(Id)), j ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,N}, f ∈ Λ j,

such that

(a) f ∈ Λ j implies − f ∈ Λ j and Γ
( j)

f
= Γ

( j)

− f
, then we could divide Λ j into two parts Λ+

j
and Λ−

j
which satisfy

Λ j = Λ
+

j

⋃
Λ
−
j , Λ

+

j

⋂
Λ
−
j = ∅,

(b) for each K ∈ Br0
(Id), we have the identity

K =
1

2

∑

f∈Λ j

(Γ
( j)

f
(K))2

(
Id− f

| f | ⊗
f

| f |

)
=

∑

f∈Λ+
j

(Γ
( j)

f
(K))2

(
Id− f

| f | ⊗
f

| f |

)
, ∀K ∈ Br0

(Id).

In this paper, we use the following specific formula. With λ =
√

2 > 1, we choose

Λ = {(0, 1,±1), (0,−1,±1), (1, 0,±1), (−1, 0,±1), (1,±1, 0), (−1,±1, 0)},
Λ
+
= { fi}6i=1 = {(0, 1,±1), (1, 0,±1), (1,±1, 0)}.

Notice that

6∑

i=1

1

4

(
Id− fi

| fi|
⊗ fi

| fi|

)
= Id,

and

Id− f1

| f1|
⊗ f1

| f1|
=


1 0 0

0 1
2
− 1

2

0 − 1
2

1
2

 , Id− f3

| f3|
⊗ f3

| f3|
=



1
2

0 − 1
2

0 1 0

− 1
2

0 1
2

 , Id− f5

| f5|
⊗ f5

| f5|
=



1
2
− 1

2
0

− 1
2

1
2

0

0 0 1

 ,

Id− f2

| f2|
⊗ f2

| f2|
=


1 0 0

0 1
2

1
2

0 1
2

1
2

 , Id− f4

| f4|
⊗ f4

| f4|
=



1
2

0 1
2

0 1 0
1
2

0 1
2

 , Id− f6

| f6|
⊗ f6

| f6|
=



1
2

1
2

0
1
2

1
2

0

0 0 1

 .

For r0 =
1

18
and K ∈ B 1

18
(Id), we could represent K as

K =

3∑

i=1


3Kii +

∑3
j,k=1 |εi jk |(2K jk − K j j)

4


(
Id− f2i

| f2i|
⊗ f2i

| f2i|

)

+

3∑

i=1


3Kii −

∑3
j,k=1 |εi jk |(2K jk + K j j)

4


(
Id− f2i−1

| f2i−1|
⊗ f2i−1

| f2i−1|

)

=

6∑

i=1

Γ
2
fi
(K)

(
Id− fi

| fi|
⊗ fi

| fi|

)
. (2.2)

Moreover, for each symmetric tensor R ∈ S3×3, we have

c

r0

Id−R =

6∑

i=1


(

c

r0

) 1
2

Γ fi

(
Id− r0

c
R

)

2 (
Id− fi

| fi|
⊗ fi

| fi|

)
, with c > ‖R‖.

For convenience, we introduce the following notation:

• I + σ is the concentric enlarged interval (a − σ, b + σ) when I = [a, b].

• Furthermore, for the sake of convenience, in what follows, we use the notation A .κ B to mean A 6 CB,

where C > 0 may depend on some fixed constants or functions κ. Especially, we use the notation A .N,r B

without pointing out the dependence of the implicit constant C, and N, r ∈ N can be chosen to have

N 6 N∗, r 6 r∗ for some positive integers N∗, r∗. We will not repeatedly specify this.
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Next, we give some parameters to measure the size of our approximate solutions,

λq = 26⌈bq log2 a⌉, λq,i = λ
1− i

6
q λ

i
6

q+1
, 0 6 i 6 6,

δq = λ
−2β
q , cq =

∞∑

j=q+1

δ j,
(2.3)

where a > 0 is a large parameter and b > 1, β > 0. Due to truncation and smoothing, the domains of definition

for the approximate solutions uq,i change at each step, here we choose it at step q as Iq,i−1
= [−τq,i−1, T + τq,i−1],

where τq,−1 = τq−1,5 and

τq,i =

(
λq,iλq,i+1

)− 1
2
δ
− 1

4
q , q > 0, 0 6 i 6 5.

At each step, we give a correction to make the error Rq get smaller which converge to zero (in Hölder space) as

q goes to infinity. We assume the following inductive estimates on (uq,Rq) satisfying (2.1).

‖uq‖0, ‖uq‖1, ‖∂tuq‖0 6 ε − δ
1
2
q , ‖∂r

t uq‖N 6 MλN+r−1
q δ

1
2
q , 2 6 N + r 6 3, (2.4)

and

‖∂r
t Rq‖N 6 λN+r−2γ

q δq+1, 0 6 N + r 6 2, (2.5)

where ‖ · ‖N = ‖ · ‖C0(Iq,−1 ;CN (T3)), γ = γ(β) = 1
3

(
1
24

(1 + 12β) −
√

β−6β2

6

)
< 1

36
, ε≪ 1, and M = M(λ, µ) > 1.

Similar to [25, 30], we give two inductive propositions.

Proposition 2.3 (Inductive proposition). For any constants β ∈ (0, 1
60

), µ > 0, and λ + µ > 0, there exist constants

ε1 = ε1(λ, µ) > 0, 0 < γ(β) < 1/36, b̄(β) > 1, M = M(λ, µ) > 1, and a∗
0
= a∗

0
(β, b̄, γ, M) > 0 such that the

following property holds. Let cq =
∑∞

j=q+1 δ j and b = b̄, for any a > a∗
0

and ε < ε1, assume that
(
uq, cq,Rq

)
is

a solution of (2.1) defined on the time interval [−τq,−1, T + τq,−1] satisfying (2.4) and (2.5). Then, we can find

a corrected approximation solution
(
uq+1, cq+1,Rq+1

)
which is defined on the time interval [−τq+1,−1, T + τq+1,−1],

satisfies (2.4)–(2.5) for q + 1 and additionally
∑

06N+r63

λ1−N−r
q+1 ‖∂r

t (uq+1 − uq)‖C0([0,T ];CN (T3)) 6 Mδ
1
2

q+1
. (2.6)

Proposition 2.4 (Bifurcating inductive proposition). Let the constants λ, µ, parameters ε1, β, M, b̄, γ, and a∗
0
,

and the tuple
(
uq, cq,Rq

)
be given as in the statement of Proposition 2.3. For any time interval I ⊂ (0, T ) which

satisfies |I| > 3τq,−1, we can produce two different tuples
(
uq+1, cq+1,Rq+1

)
and

(
uq+1, cq+1,Rq+1

)
which share the

same initial data, satisfy the same conclusions of Proposition 2.3 and additionally

‖uq+1 − uq+1‖C0([0,T ];L2(T3)) > (16λq+1)−1π
3
2 δ

1
2

q+1
, suppt

(
uq+1 − uq+1

)
⊂ I. (2.7)

Furthermore, if we are given two tuples
(
uq, cq,Rq

)
and

(
uq, cq,Rq

)
satisfying (2.4)–(2.5), there exists some interval

J ⊂ (0, T ) satisfies

suppt

(
uq − uq,Rq − Rq

)
⊂ J , (2.8)

and we can exhibit two different tuples
(
uq+1, cq+1,Rq+1

)
and

(
uq+1, cq+1,Rq+1

)
satisfying the same conclusions of

Proposition 2.3. Moreover, the support of their difference satisfies

suppt

(
uq+1 − uq+1,Rq+1 − Rq+1

)
⊂ J +

(
λqδ

1
4
q

)−1

. (2.9)

In more detail, at each step of the iteration, we will add different high frequency waves to the approximate

solution for six times. Let uq,0 = uq and Rq,0 = Rq, if we add the correction ũq,i (with frequency λq,i) to uq,i−1 =

uq +
∑i−1

r=1 ũq,r, i = 1, 2, · · · , 6, the new stress error Rq,i takes the form

Rq,i = Rq,i−1 + (δ
1
2

q+1
Γ fi (Id−δ−1

q+1Rq))2

(
Id− fi

| fi|
⊗ fi

| fi|

)
+ δRq,i, i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , 6},

6



where δRq,i is a smaller correction. Let uq+1 = uq,6 and Rq+1 = Rq,6 − δq+1 Id be the new approximate solution

and the new Reynolds error at q + 1 step. Repeating this procedure, the Reynolds errors will converge to zero.

Moreover, we assume the following inductive estimates on (uq,i,Rq,i) satisfying (2.1).

‖uq,i‖0, ‖uq,i‖1, ‖∂tuq,i‖0 6 ε − (7 − i)δ
1
2

q+1
, ‖∂r

t uq,i‖N 6 MλN+r−1
q,i δ

1
2

q+1
, 2 6 N + r 6 3, (2.10)

and

‖∂r
t δRq,i‖N 6 λN+r−2γ

q,i
δq+2, 0 6 N + r 6 2, (2.11)

where 1 6 i 6 6 and ‖ · ‖N = ‖ · ‖C0(Iq,i−1;CN (T3)).

The proof for Theorem 1.3 relies on the above two important propositions. Proposition 2.3 provides an iterative

framework for constructing a sequence of approximate solutions to (1.1). Specifically, it states that given an initial

tuple (u0, c0,R0), we can generate a sequence of tuples (uq, cq,Rq) that satisfy (2.4), (2.5), and (2.6) for all q ≥ 0.

Consequently, we can demonstrate that uq converges to u, which is a weak solution of (1.1) in C1,α([0, T ] × T3),

with 0 < α < 1
60

. Furthermore, Proposition 2.4 facilitates the construction of different sequences of tuples that

converge to distinct solutions, thereby enabling the construction of infinitely many solutions.

3. Construction of the starting tuple and the perturbation

3.1. Construction of the starting tuple. We will first introduce the construction of the starting tuple. Let

u0 =
εδ

1
2

1

2λ2
0
| f1|2

f1

(
eiλ0( f1 ·x−(λ+2µ)

1
2 | f1 |t) + e−iλ0( f1·x−(λ+2µ)

1
2 | f1 |t)

)
,

which satisfies

∂ttu0 − µ∆u0 − (λ + µ)∇ div u0 + div(tr(∇u0(∇u0)⊤) Id−(∇u0)⊤∇u0) = 0.

So we can choose the Reynolds error R0 = 0. It is straightforward to show that (u0, c0,R0) satisfies (2.4) and (2.5).

3.2. Mollification. To solve the loss of temporal and spatial derivatives, in this part, we will show the mollification

process for (uq,i,Rq,i) at the qth step.

First, we introduce some notation in Fourier analysis described in [30] and [32]. We can define the Fourier

transform and its inverse of a function f in Schwartz space S(R3) as

f̂ (ξ) =
1

(2π)3

∫

R3

f (x)e−ix·ξdx, f̌ (x) =

∫

R3

f (ξ)eix·ξdξ.

Moreover, the Fourier transform can be extended to linear functionals in S′(R3) which is the dual space of S(R3).

Following [25, 30], we can multiply the Fourier transform of f by a smooth cut-off function, apply the inverse

Fourier transform, and obtain a smooth function which is the standard convention for Littlewood-Paley operators.

Let φ(ξ) be a radial smooth function such that suppφ(ξ) ⊂ B(0, 2) and φ ≡ 1 on B(0, 1). Then, for any j ∈ Z and

distribution f on R3, we can define

P̂62 j f (ξ) := φ

(
ξ

2 j

)
f̂ (ξ), P̂>2 j f (ξ) :=

(
1 − φ

(
ξ

2 j

))
f̂ (ξ), P̂2 j f (ξ) :=

(
φ

(
ξ

2 j

)
− φ

(
ξ

2 j−1

))
f̂ (ξ).

For a given number a, we define P6a = P62J and P>a f = f − P6a f , where J = ⌊log2 a⌋ is the largest integer which

satisfies 2J
6 a. For ℓ > 0, if f is a spatially periodic function on [c, d] × T3, P6ℓ−1 f can be written as the space

convolution of f with kernel φ̌ℓ(·) := 23Jφ̌(2J·), where J = ⌊− log2 ℓ⌋ is the largest integer which satisfies 2J
6 ℓ−1,

and it is also a spatially periodic function on [c, d] × T3. More details can be found in [25, 30, 32]. Finally, we

present an important inequality, for k ∈ N,
∫

R3

|y|k|φ̌ℓ(y)|dy = 2−kJ

∫

R3

|y|k|φ̌(y)|dy .k ℓ
k. (3.1)

We can also define the mollification in time. Following mollification method in [58] and Definition 4.15 in [31],

we could define φt ∈ C∞c (R) which satisfies suppφt ⊂ (−1, 1) and
∫

R

φt(τ)dτ = 1,

∫

R

φt(τ)τndτ = 0, ∀n = 1, 2, · · · , n0 + 3, (3.2)

where n0 =

⌈
12b(1+2γ)

b−1+6β

⌉
. Let φt

δ
(τ) = δ−1φt(δ−1τ), then we define U6ℓ−1 f = φt

ℓ
∗ f and U>ℓ−1 f = f − U6ℓ−1 f .
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Remark 3.1. Here, b and γ is actually a function of β. So we could consider n0 as a function of β.

Remark 3.2. If we set ℓ = 0 when using P6ℓ−1 or U6ℓ−1 , we mean P6ℓ−1 f = f and U6ℓ−1 f = f .

Next, we introduce the parameter ℓq,i, defined by

ℓq,i =

(
λ

1
2

q,i
λ

1
2

q,i+1

)−1

δ
− 1

4
q , 0 6 i 6 5, (3.3)

and give the regularized terms as

uℓ,i = U6ℓ−1
q,i

P6ℓ−1
q,i

uq,i, Rℓ = U6ℓ−1
q,0

P6ℓ−1
q,0

Rq, 0 6 i 6 5,

which can be defined on Iq,i
+ 3ℓq,i ⊂ Iq,i−1 by the selection of sufficiently large a. The following estimates are

direct conclusions.

Proposition 3.3. For any 0 < β < 1
6

and b > 1 + 6β, we can find a∗
1
= a∗

1
(β, b, γ, M) > 0 satisfying that if a > a∗

1
,

the following properties hold,

‖∂r
t uℓ,i‖N . ε, N + r 6 1, 0 6 i 6 5, (3.4)

‖∂r
t uℓ,i‖N .N,r ℓ

2−N−r
q,i Mλq,iδ

1
2

q,i
, N + r > 2, 0 6 i 6 5, (3.5)

‖∂r
t Rℓ‖N .N,r ℓ

1−N−r
q,0 λ

1−2γ
q δq+1, N + r > 1, (3.6)

‖∂r
t (uq,i − uℓ,i)‖N .N,r ℓ

3−N−r
q,i Mλ2

q,iδ
1
2

q,i
, 0 6 N + r 6 3, 0 6 i 6 5, (3.7)

‖∂r
t (Rq − Rℓ)‖N .N,r ℓ

2−N−r
q,0 λ

2−2γ
q δq+1, 0 6 N + r 6 2, (3.8)

where ‖ · ‖N = ‖ · ‖C0(Iq,i

3ℓq,i
;CN (T3))

, and

δq,i =

{
δq, i = 0,

δq+1, i = 1, · · · , 5. (3.9)

Proof. Notice that for 0 < β < 1
6

and b > 1 + 6β, we could find a∗
1
= a∗

1
(β, b, γ, M) such that for any a > a∗

1
,

λqδ
1
2
q 6 λq,1δ

1
2

q+1
, τq,i + 3ℓq,i 6 τq,i−1, ℓq,iMλq,i 6 1, and λ

−2γ
q < r0, 0 6 i 6 5. (3.10)

By using (2.10), (2.11), and the definition of P6ℓ−1
q,i

and U6ℓ−1
q,i
, we obtain (3.4)–(3.6). Next, we calculate

F − U6ℓ−1
q,i

P6ℓ−1
q,i

F = F − P6ℓ−1
q,i

F + P6ℓ−1
q,i

F − U6ℓ−1
q,i

P6ℓ−1
q,i

F = P>ℓ−1
q,i

F + U>ℓ−1
q,i

P6ℓ−1
q,i

F,

and use Bernstein’s inequality and | f (t − τ) − f (t) −∑ j−1

i=1
∂i

t f (t)(−τ)i| . ℓ j‖∂ j
t f ‖C0 ([t−ℓ,t+ℓ]) for |τ| 6 ℓ to get

‖P>ℓ−1
q,i

F‖C0 . ℓ
j

q,i
‖∇ jF‖C0 , ‖U>ℓ−1

q,i
F‖C0 . ℓ

j

q,i
‖∂ j

t F‖C0 , (3.11)

for ∀F ∈ C j(Iq,i−1 × T3), j = 0, 1, 2, · · · , n0 + 3. Combining them, we have for N + r 6 N,

‖∂r
t (F − U6ℓ−1

q,i
P6ℓ−1

q,i
F)‖N . ℓN−N−r

q,i

∑

N1+N2=N

‖∂N1

t ∇N2 F‖C0(Iq,i−1×T3).

We can apply it to uq,i and Rq,i, with N = 3 and N = 2, to get (3.7)–(3.8). �

3.3. Cutoffs. Here, we will give partitions of unity in space R3 and in time R. We introduce some nonnegative

smooth functions {χυ}υ∈Z3 and {θs}s∈Z such that
∑

υ∈Z3

χ2
υ(x) = 1, ∀x ∈ R3,

∑

s∈Z
θ2

s (t) = 1, ∀t ∈ R,

where χυ(x) = χ0(x − 2πυ) and χ0 is a nonnegative smooth function supported in Q(0, 5/4π) satisfying χ0 = 1

on Q(0, 3/4π), and Q(x, r) denotes the cube
{
y ∈ R3 : |y − x|∞ < r

}
. Similarly, θs(t) = θ0(t − s) where θ0 ∈ C∞c (R)

satisfies θ0 = 1 on [1/4, 3/4] and θ0 = 0 on (−1/4, 5/4)c. And then, we give the cut-off parameters τq,i and µq,i

with τ−1
q,i > 0 and µ−1

q,i ∈ 2Z+, which are given by

µ−1
q,i = 2⌈(λq,iλq,i+1)

1
2 δ

1
4
q /2⌉, τ−1

q,i = (λq,iλq,i+1)
1
2 δ

1
4
q , 0 6 i 6 5. (3.12)
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Next, we introduce the following notations

I :=
{
(s, υ) : (s, υ) ∈ Z × Z3

}
,

and for I = (s, υ) ∈ I ,

[I] = [s] +

3∑

i=1

2i[υi] + 1, [ j] =

{
0, j is odd,

1, j is even.
(3.13)

So far, we can define the cutoff functions as follows:

χI(x) = χυ(µ−1
q,i x), θI(t) = θs(τ

−1
q,i t). (3.14)

3.4. Definition of building blocks. In this part, we give the building blocks which will be used in the construction

of the perturbation.

Lemma 3.4. Given f ∈ Z3 and µ, λ + µ > 0, we could find a nontrivial planar wave solution to the equation

∂ttwA, f − µ∆wA, f − (λ + µ)∇(div wA, f ) + A(∇2wA, f ) = 0,

where wA, f : [0,∞) × T3 → R3 and (A(∇2w))p = A
pm
nr ∂nrwm with constants A

pm
nr .

Especially, the solution could have the following expression

wA, f = ( f + aA,2 f⊥ + aA,3

f

| f | × f⊥)eiξA, f , (3.15)

where f⊥ ∈ Q3 and satisfies f⊥ ⊥ f , | f⊥| = | f |, ξA, f = f · x − ((λ + 2µ)| f |2 − cA)
1
2 t, and cA is a constant depending

on coefficients A
pm
nr and | f |. Moreover, there exists ε0(λ, µ,C) > 0 such that, for any ε < ε0, if |Apm

nr |0 6 Cε, we have

‖aA,2‖0 + ‖aA,3‖0 .λ,µ,C ε 6
1

10
, |cA| .C ε| f |2. (3.16)

Proof. For convenience, we denote by f (i)
= f , f⊥, f

| f | × f⊥, for i = 1, 2, 3, and Ãcs
i j
= A( f (i), f ( j), f (s), f (r)) =

A
pm
nr f

(i)
n f

( j)
r f

(s)
m f

(c)
p | f |−2. Next, we define wA,1 := f eiξA, f , where cA will be chosen later. Moreover, we have

∂ttwA,1 − µ∆wA,1 − (λ + µ)∇(div wA,1) = cAwA,1.

Notice that A(∇2wA,1) =
∑3

r=1(A
pm
nr ∂nr(wA,1)m f

(r)
p )| f |−2 f (r)

= −∑3
r=1 Ãr1

11
f (r)eiξA, f , we could calculate

∂ttwA,1 − µ∆wA,1 − (λ + µ)∇(div wA,1) + A(∇2wA,1) =

cA f (1) −
3∑

r=1

Ãr1
11 f (r)

 eiξA, f .

In order to cancel the items on the right hand side, we add wA,2 + wA,3 to wA,1, which is given by

wA,2 + wA,3 := (aA,2 f (2)
+ aA,3 f (3))eiξA, f .

Then, we have

∂tt(wA,2 + wA,3) − µ∆(wA,2 + wA,3) − (λ + µ)∇(div(wA,2 + wA,3)) + A(∇2(wA,2 + wA,3))

= (cA − (λ + µ)| f |2)(aA,2 f (2)
+ aA,3 f (3))eiξA, f −

3∑

r=1

(aA,2Ãr2
11 f (r)

+ aA,3Ãr3
11 f (r))eiξA, f .

So we need the following equalities


aA,1cA −
3∑

r=1

aA,rÃ
1r
11 = 0,

aA,2(cA − (λ + µ)| f |2) −
3∑

r=1

aA,rÃ
2r
11 = 0,

aA,3(cA − (λ + µ)| f |2) −
3∑

r=1

aA,rÃ
3r
11 = 0.

(3.17)
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where aA,1 = 1. It can be rewritten as


aA,2

−
3∑

r=1

aA,r| f |−2Ã1r
11 + | f |−2Ã22

11 + (λ + µ)

 + aA,3| f |−2Ã23
11 = −| f |−2Ã21

11,

aA,2| f |−2Ã32
11 + aA,3

−
3∑

r=1

aA,r| f |−2Ã1r
11 + | f |−2Ã33

11 + (λ + µ)

 = −| f |
−2Ã31

11.

(3.18)

Let wA, f =
∑3

r=1 wA,r. For sufficiently small ε0(λ, µ,C) > 0, we have for any ε < ε0, |Apm
nr |0 6 Cε. Consequently,

|Ãrs
i j
| 6 Cε| f |2. By using Lemma E.1 and choosing parameters as A1 = E2 = −| f |−2Ã12

11
, A2 = E1 = −| f |−2Ã13

11
,

B1 = | f |−2Ã32
11
, B2 = | f |−2Ã23

11
,C1 = −| f |−2Ã11

11
+| f |−2Ã22

11
+(λ+µ),C2 = −| f |−2Ã11

11
+| f |−2Ã33

11
+(λ+µ),D1 = −| f |−2Ã21

11
,

D2 = −| f |−2Ã31
11
, and c = λ + µ, we could get the solution aA,2 = a1, aA,3 = a2 which satisfy (3.16) and complete

the proof. �

3.5. Definition of the perturbation. Up to now, we are ready to construct the perturbations by using the building

blocks defined before. For each I = (s, υ) ∈ I , we define

(AI)
pm
nr = 2δrp∂n(uℓ,i)m(sτq,i, 2πυµq,i) − δrp∂n(uℓ,i)m(sτq,i, 2πυµq,i) − δn jδr j∂p(uℓ,i)m(sτq,i, 2πυµq,i)

= δrp∂n(uℓ,i)m(sτq,i, 2πυµq,i) − δn jδr j∂p(uℓ,i)m(sτq,i, 2πυµq,i).
(3.19)

For convenience, we denote hs,υ
= h(sτq,i, 2πυµq,i) for any function h ∈ C0(Iq,i

3ℓq,i
× T3). Notice that (∂ juℓ,i)

s,υ

k
is a

constant on supp θI × suppχI = (sτq,i − 1
4
τq,i, sτq,i +

5
4
τq,i) × Q(2πυµq,i,

5
4
πυµq,i). We have

(AI(∇2w))p = (AI)
pm
nr ∂nrwm = 2∂ jpwk(∂ juℓ,i)

s,υ

k
− ∂ jpwk(∂ juℓ,i)

s,υ

k
− (∂puℓ,i)

s,υ

k
∂ j jwk

=

(
div(tr(∇w(∇u

s,υ

ℓ,i
)⊤ + ∇u

s,υ

ℓ,i
(∇w)⊤) Id−(∇w)⊤∇u

s,υ

ℓ,i
− (∇u

s,υ

ℓ,i
)⊤∇w)

)
p
.

Remark 3.5. We use the notation ∇u
s,υ

ℓ,i
instead of (∇uℓ,i)

s,υ for simplicity.

Let ξAI , fi+1
= [I]

(
fi+1 · x − ((λ + 2µ)| fi+1|2 − cAI

)
1
2 t
)

and

wAI , fi+1
= ( fi+1 + aAI ,2 f

(2)

i+1
+ aAI ,3 f

(3)

i+1
)eiλq,i+1ξAI , fi+1

= (iλq,i+1[I]| fi+1|2)−1 div(( fi+1 + aAI ,2 f
(2)

i+1
+ aAI ,3 f

(3)

i+1
) ⊗ fi+1eiλq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 ),

where cAI
, aAI ,2 and aAI ,3 can be chosen by Lemma 3.4. Then, we could calculate

∂ttwAI , fi+1
− µ∆wAI , fi+1

− (λ + µ)∇(div wAI , fi+1
)

+ div
(
tr(2∇us,υ

ℓ,i
(∇wAI , fi+1

)⊤) Id−(∇wAI , fi+1
)⊤∇us,υ

ℓ,i
− (∇us,υ

ℓ,i
)⊤∇wAI , fi+1

)
= 0. (3.20)

By using (2.5) and (3.10), we have ‖δ−1
q+1

Rℓ‖0 < λ
−2γ
q 6 r0. Then, we could define the weight coefficient dq,i+1

which depends on Rℓ and I as

dq,i+1(t, x) := δ
1
2

q+1
Γ fi+1

(Id−δ−1
q+1Rℓ).

We first define the main part of the perturbation ũq,i+1,p as

ũq,i+1,p =

∑

I

θIχIdq,i+1 f̃AI√
2λq,i+1[I]| f̃AI

|| fi+1|
(eiλq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 + e−iλq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 )

=

∑

I

1

λq,i+1[I]
uq,i+1,I(e

iλq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 + e−iλq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 ), (3.21)

where
∑

I =
∑

s

∑
υ and

f̃AI
= fi+1 + aAI ,2 f

(2)

i+1
+ aAI ,3 f

(3)

i+1
, γq,i+1,I =

θIχIdq,i+1√
2| f̃AI
|| fi+1|

, uq,i+1,I = γq,i+1,I f̃AI
. (3.22)

Moreover, supp uq,i+1,I

⋂
supp uq,i+1,J = ∅, if 1 < ‖I − J‖ := max{|s(I) − s(J)|,max16i63{|υi(I) − υi(J)|}}. The main

part of the perturbation can be also written as

ũq,i+1,p =

∑

I

1

λq,i+1[I]
γq,i+1,I(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
).
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If we add the perturbation ũq,i+1 to uq,i, defining uq,i+1 = uq,i + ũq,i+1, we want to find Rq,i+1 such that

∂ttuq,i+1 − µ∆uq,i+1 − (λ + µ)∇ div uq,i+1 + div(tr(∇uq,i+1(∇uq,i+1)⊤) Id−(∇uq,i+1)⊤∇uq,i+1) = div(Rq,i+1 − cq Id).

Integrating the left-hand side of the equations with respect to x, we could get
∫

T3

(
∂ttuq,i+1 − µ∆uq,i+1 − (λ + µ)∇ div uq,i+1 + div(tr(∇uq,i+1(∇uq,i+1)⊤) Id−(∇uq,i+1)⊤∇uq,i+1)

)
dx

=

∫

T3

div(Rq − cq Id)dx +

∫

T3

(∂ttuq,i+1 − ∂ttuq,i)dx =

∫

T3

∂ttũq,i+1dx = 0.

So we need to add a time correction term ũq,i+1,t = g(t) which is a function of t and satisfies that
∫

T3

∂ttũq,i+1,p(t, x) + ∂ttg(t)dx = 0, t ∈ Iq,i

3ℓq,i
. (3.23)

Here, we can simply take

ũq,i+1,t = g(t) = −
∫

T3

ũq,i+1,p(t, x)dx. (3.24)

So we could define the perturbation

ũq,i+1 = ũq,i+1,p + ũq,i+1,t. (3.25)

Remark 3.6. Here, we have two methods to make
∫
T3 ∂ttũq,i+1 dx = 0. One method, similar to constructing

perturbations in the Euler equations, is to construct a perturbation in divergence form or curl form. The second

method, as shown here, is to add a perturbation that depends only on time. The advantage of the second method is

that it does not affect the form of ∇ũq,i+1.

Moreover, we could calculate

∇ũq,i+1 = i
∑

I

uq,i+1,I ⊗ fi+1(eiλq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 − e−iλq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 )

︸                                                     ︷︷                                                     ︸
w̃q,i+1,p

+

∑

I

1

λq,i+1[I]
∇uq,i+1,I(e

iλq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 + e−iλq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 )

︸                                                        ︷︷                                                        ︸
w̃q,i+1,c

.

Finally, we will give the following estimates on the perturbation.

Proposition 3.7. There exists ε1 = ε1(λ, µ) such that for any ε < ε1, we have the following estimates:

‖∂r
t uq,i+1,I‖N + ‖∂r

tγq,i+1,I‖N .λ,µ,N,r τ−r
q,iµ
−N
q,i δ

1
2

q+1
, 0 6 N + r, (3.26)

‖∂r
t wAI , fi+1

‖N .λ,µ λN+r
q,i+1, 0 6 N + r 6 3, (3.27)

‖∂r
t ũq,i+1,t‖N .λ,µ,n0

λr−2
q,i+1δ

1
2

q+1
, 0 6 N + r 6 3, (3.28)

‖∂r
t ũq,i+1,p‖N + ‖∂r

t ũq,i+1‖N .λ,µ,n0
λN+r−1

q,i+1 δ
1
2

q+1
, 0 6 N + r 6 3, (3.29)

‖∂r
t w̃q,i+1,p‖N .λ,µ λN+r

q,i+1δ
1
2

q+1
, 0 6 N + r 6 3, (3.30)

‖∂r
t w̃q,i+1,c‖N .λ,µ (λq,i+1µq,i)

−1λN+r
q,i+1δ

1
2

q+1
, 0 6 N + r 6 3, (3.31)

where 0 6 i 6 5 and ‖ · ‖N = ‖ · ‖C0(Iq,i

3ℓq,i
;CN (T3))

. Moreover, the implicit constants in (3.26)–(3.31) can be chosen to

be independent of M.

Proof. By the definition of AI in (3.19), we could know (AI)
pm
nr are constants in each I = (s, υ) ∈ I and

|(AI)
pm
nr | . ‖∇uℓ,i‖0 . ε, (3.32)

where the implicit constants does not depend on M. By using Lemma E.1 and Lemma 3.4, we could find ε1 =

ε1(λ, µ) such that for any ε < ε1(λ, µ), the building block wAI , fi+1
satisfies

‖aAI ,2‖0 + ‖aAI ,3‖0 .λ,µ ε 6
1

10
, |cAI

| . ε| f |2. (3.33)

By using (3.12), (3.22), (3.32), and (3.33), we could easily obtain (3.26).
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To get (3.28), by using ∇ξAI , fi+1
= [I] fi+1, supp uq,i+1,I

⋂
supp uq,i+1,J = ∅ for ‖I − J‖ > 1, (3.21), and Lemma

D.2, we could obtain for 0 6 r 6 3,

‖∂r
t ũq,i+1,t‖N =

∥∥∥∥∥
∫

T3

∂r
t ũq,i+1,p(·, x)dx

∥∥∥∥∥
C0(Iq,i

3ℓq,i
)

.λ,µ,n0

1

λq,i+1

∑

I

∑

r1+r2=r


λ

r1

q,i+1
‖∂r2

t uq,i+1,I‖n0+1 + λ
r1

q,i+1
‖∂r2

t uq,i+1,I‖0‖∇ξAI , fi+1
‖N

(λq,i+1| f |)n0+1



.λ,µ,n0
(λq,i+1µq,i)

−(n0+1)λr−1
q,i+1δ

1
2

q+1
. λr−2

q,i+1δ
1
2

q+1
,

where the last inequality comes from (5.1). (3.27), (3.29), (3.30), and (3.31) are immediate consequence. More-

over, the implicit constants in (3.26)–(3.31) can be chosen to be independent of M, because µq,i, τq,i and the implicit

constants in (3.32) and (3.33) are independent of M.

�

4. Definition of the new Reynolds error

In the previous section, we have constructed the perturbation. Here, we will add the perturbation ũq,i+1 to uq,i,

defining uq,i+1 = uq,i + ũq,i+1, then we could define the new Reynolds error Rq,i+1.

4.1. Definition of the new Reynolds error. We will use the inverse divergence operatorR to define the new error

Rq,i+1. More details about the inverse divergence operator can be found in Appendix C. div(Rq,i+1) can be written

as

div(Rq,i+1)

= ∂ttũq,i+1 − µ∆ũq,i+1 − (λ + µ)∇ div ũq,i+1 + div(tr(2∇uℓ,i(∇ũq,i+1)⊤) Id−(∇ũq,i+1)⊤∇uℓ,i − (∇uℓ,i)
⊤∇ũq,i+1)︸                                                                                                                                     ︷︷                                                                                                                                     ︸

div RL=div RL1+div RL2

+ div(2 tr(∇(uq,i − uℓ,i)(∇ũq,i+1)⊤) Id−(∇ũq,i+1)⊤∇(uq,i − uℓ,i) − (∇(uq,i − uℓ,i))
⊤∇ũq,i+1)︸                                                                                                           ︷︷                                                                                                           ︸

div RM

+ div

(
tr(∇ũq,i+1(∇ũq,i+1)⊤) Id−(∇ũq,i+1)⊤∇ũq,i+1 − (δ

1
2

q+1
Γ fi+1

(Id−δ−1
q+1Rℓ))

2

(
Id− fi+1

| fi+1|
⊗ fi+1

| fi+1|

))

︸                                                                                                                       ︷︷                                                                                                                       ︸
div RO=div RO1+div RO2

+ div

(
Rq,i + (δ

1
2

q+1
Γ fi+1

(Id−δ−1
q+1Rℓ))

2

(
Id− fi+1

| fi+1|
⊗ fi+1

| fi+1|

))
,

and then we define the new Reynolds error

Rq,i+1 = Rq,i + (δ
1
2

q+1
Γ fi+1

(Id−δ−1
q+1Rℓ))

2

(
Id− fi+1

| fi+1|
⊗ fi+1

| fi+1|

)
+ δRq,i+1, (4.1)

δRq,i+1 = RL + RM + RO, (4.2)

where

RM = tr(2∇(uq,i − uℓ,i)(∇ũq,i+1)⊤) Id−(∇ũq,i+1)⊤∇(uq,i − uℓ,i) − (∇(uq,i − uℓ,i))
⊤∇ũq,i+1, (4.3)

RO1 = R div

(
tr(w̃q,i+1,p(w̃q,i+1,p)⊤) Id−(w̃q,i+1,p)⊤w̃q,i+1,p − (δ

1
2

q+1
Γ fi+1

(Id−δ−1
q+1Rℓ))

2

(
Id− fi+1

| fi+1|
⊗ fi+1

| fi+1|

))

= R div

tr(w̃q,i+1,p(w̃q,i+1,p)⊤) Id−(w̃q,i+1,p)⊤w̃q,i+1,p − 2| fi+1|2
∑

I

|uq,i+1,I |2
(
Id− fi+1

| fi+1|
⊗ fi+1

| fi+1|

) , (4.4)

RO2 = tr(w̃q,i+1,p(w̃q,i+1,c)⊤ + w̃q,i+1,c(w̃q,i+1,p)⊤ + w̃q,i+1,c(w̃q,i+1,c)
⊤) Id

− (w̃q,i+1,c)⊤w̃q,i+1,p − (w̃q,i+1,p)⊤w̃q,i+1,c − (w̃q,i+1,c)
⊤w̃q,i+1,c, (4.5)

RO := RO1 + RO2. (4.6)

The definition of RL is a little different. Notice that

div RL = ∂ttũq,i+1 − µ∆ũq,i+1 − (λ + µ)∇ div ũq,i+1 + div(tr(2∇uℓ,i(∇ũq,i+1)⊤) Id−(∇ũq,i+1)⊤∇uℓ,i − (∇uℓ,i)
⊤∇ũq,i+1).
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By using (3.20), we could calculate

∂ttũq,i+1,p − µ∆ũq,i+1,p − (λ + µ)∇ div ũq,i+1,p

=

∑

I

1

λq,i+1[I]

(
(∂ttγq,i+1,I − µ∆γq,i+1,I)(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
) − (λ + µ)∇((wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
) · ∇γq,i+1,I)

)

+

∑

I

1

λq,i+1[I]

(
2∂tγq,i+1,I∂t(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
) − 2µ∇(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
)∇γq,i+1,I

)

−
∑

I

λ + µ

λq,i+1[I]

(
div(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
)∇γq,i+1,I

)
−

∑

I

γq,i+1,I

λq,i+1[I]
div(tr(2∇us,υ

ℓ,i
(∇(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
))⊤) Id)

+

∑

I

γq,i+1,I

λq,i+1[I]
div((∇(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
))⊤∇u

s,υ

ℓ,i
+ (∇u

s,υ

ℓ,i
)⊤∇(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
)).

Then we could divide the linear error RL into two parts:

RL1 := R
(∑

I

1

λq,i+1[I]

(
(∂ttγq,i+1,I − µ∆γq,i+1,I)(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
)
)

+

∑

I

1

λq,i+1[I]

(
2∂tγq,i+1,I∂t(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
) − 2µ∇(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
)∇γq,i+1,I

)

−
∑

I

λ + µ

λq,i+1[I]

(
∇((wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
) · ∇γq,i+1,I) + div(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
)∇γq,i+1,I

)
(4.7)

+

∑

I

1

λq,i+1[I]
tr(2∇u

s,υ

ℓ,i
(∇(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
))⊤)∇γq,i+1,I

−
∑

I

1

λq,i+1[I]

(
(∇(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
))⊤∇us,υ

ℓ,i
+ (∇us,υ

ℓ,i
)⊤∇(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
)
)
∇γq,i+1,I + ∂ttũq,i+1,t

)
,

RL2 := tr(2∇uℓ,i(∇ũq,i+1)⊤) Id−(∇ũq,i+1)⊤∇uℓ,i − (∇uℓ,i)
⊤∇ũq,i+1

−
∑

I

γq,i+1,I

λq,i+1[I]
tr(2∇us,υ

ℓ,i
(∇(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
))⊤) Id (4.8)

+

∑

I

γq,i+1,I

λq,i+1[I]
(∇(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
))⊤∇u

s,υ

ℓ,i
+ (∇u

s,υ

ℓ,i
)⊤∇(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
),

RL := RL1 + RL2. (4.9)

5. Estimates on the new Reynolds error

In this section, we will give the estimates on the new Reynolds stress Rq+1 and its derivative. For convenience,

if the implicit constants in the estimates in this section depend on λ, µ, and M, we will not write it out. For the

remaining sections, we set ‖ · ‖N = ‖ · ‖C0(Iq,i;CN (T3)) and fix n0 =

⌈
12b(1+2γ)

b−1+6β

⌉
so that

(λq,i+1µq,i)
−n0µ

−2γ

q,i
. (λq,i+1µq,i)

−n0λ
2γ

q,i+1
. λ−1

q,i+1, 0 6 i 6 5. (5.1)

Proposition 5.1. For any 0 < β < 1
60
, let the parameters a∗

1
and ε1 be as in the statement of Propositions 3.3 and

3.7. Then, if b̄(β) =
1+12β−36γ

48β
> 1 + 6β and ε < ε1, we can find a∗

0
= a∗

0
(β, b, γ, M) > a∗

1
such that for b = b and

any a > a∗
0
, we have for 0 6 i 6 5,

‖∂r
t δRq,i+1‖N 6 Cλ,µ,Mλ

N+r+γ

q,i+1
· λ

1
2

q,i
λ
− 1

2

q,i+1
δ

1
4
q δ

1
2

q+1
6

1

12
λ

N+r−2γ

q,i+1
δq+2, , 0 6 N + r 6 2, (5.2)

‖∂r
t (Rq − Rℓ)‖N . ℓ2−N−r

q,0 λ
2−2γ
q δq+1 6

1

12
λ

N+r−2γ

q,i+1
δq+2, 0 6 N + r 6 2, (5.3)

where Cλ,µ,M depends only upon λ, µ, and M in Propositions 2.3 and 2.4.

We will consider (4.2) and estimate the separate terms RL, RM , and RO. For the errors RL2, RO2, and RM , we use

a direct estimate. For RL1 and RO1, we use (D.4) in Lemma D.2. Remark that

ℓ2
q,iλ

2
q,iδ

1
2

q+1
δ

1
2

q,i
+ (λq,i+1µq,i)

−1δ
1
2

q+1
+ (τq,i + µq,i)λq,iδ

1
2

q+1
δ

1
2

q,i
. λ

1
2

q,i
λ
− 1

2

q,i+1
δ

1
4
q δ

1
2

q+1
, 0 6 i 6 5. (5.4)
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5.1. Estimates on the linear error. Recalling the definition of RL1, we could calculate

RL1 = R
(∑

I

(
∂ttuq,i+1,I − µ∆uq,i+1,I − (λ + µ)∇ div uq,i+1,I

λq,i+1[I]

)
(eiλq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 + e−iλq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 )

−
∑

I

2i
(
∂tuq,i+1,I((λ + 2µ)| fi+1|2 − cAI

)
1
2 + µ( fi+1 · ∇)uq,i+1,I

)
(eiλq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 − e−iλq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 )

−
∑

I

(λ + µ)i
(
div uq,i+1,I fi+1 + ∇( fi+1 · uq,i+1,I)

)
(eiλq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 − e−iλq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 )

+

∑

I

2i( f̃AI
· (∇us,υ

ℓ,i
fi+1))∇γq,i+1,I(e

iλq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 − e−iλq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 )

−
∑

I

i( fi+1 ⊗ ((∇us,υ

ℓ,i
)⊤ f̃AI

) + ((∇us,υ

ℓ,i
)⊤ fAI

) ⊗ fi+1)∇γq,i+1,I(e
iλq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 − e−iλq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 ) + ∂ttũq,i+1,t

)
,

and then, by using ∇ξAI , fi+1
= [I] fi+1, supp uq,i+1,I

⋂
supp uq,i+1,J = ∅ for ‖I − J‖ > 1, and Lemma D.2, we have

‖∂r
t RL1‖N 6 ‖∂r

t RL1‖N+γ .
∑

I

λN+r
q,i+1


‖∂ttuq,i+1,I‖0 + ‖uq,i+1,I‖2

λ
2−γ
q,i+1

+
‖∂ttuq,i+1,I‖n0+γ + ‖uq,i+1,I‖n0+2+γ

λ
n0+1−γ
q,i+1



+

∑

I

λN+r
q,i+1


‖∂tuq,i+1,I‖0 + ‖uq,i+1,I‖1

λ
1−γ
q,i+1

+
‖∂tuq,i+1,I‖n0+γ + ‖uq,i+1,I‖n0+1+γ

λ
n0−γ
q,i+1



+

∑

I

λN+r
q,i+1


‖∇u

s,υ

ℓ,i
‖0‖∇γq,i+1,I‖0
λ

1−γ
q,i+1

+

‖∇u
s,υ

ℓ,i
‖0‖∇γq,i+1,I‖n0+γ

λ
n0−γ
q,i+1



. λN+r
q,i+1


δ

1
2

q+1

λ
2−γ
q,i+1

µ2
q,i

+

δ
1
2

q+1

λ
n0+1−γ
q,i+1

µ
n0+2+γ

q,i

+

δ
1
2

q+1

λ
1−γ
q,i+1

µq,i

+

δ
1
2

q+1

λ
n0−γ
q,i+1

µ
n0+1+γ

q,i



. λN+r
q,i+1

δ
1
2

q+1

λ
1−γ
q,i+1

µq,i

. λ
N+r+γ

q,i+1
λ

1
2

q,i
λ
− 1

2

q,i+1
δ

1
4
q δ

1
2

q+1
.

For the other term RL2 defined in (4.8), we rewrite it as

RL2 =

∑

I

1

λq,i+1[I]
tr(2∇uℓ,i((wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
) ⊗ ∇γq,i+1,I)

⊤) Id

−
∑

I

1

λq,i+1[I]
((wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
) ⊗ ∇γq,i+1,I)

⊤∇uℓ,i + (∇uℓ,i)
⊤((wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
) ⊗ ∇γq,i+1,I)

+

∑

I

γq,i+1,I

λq,i+1[I]
tr(2(∇uℓ,i − ∇us,υ

ℓ,i
)(∇(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
))⊤) Id

−
∑

I

γq,i+1,I

λq,i+1[I]
(∇(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
))⊤(∇uℓ,i − ∇us,υ

ℓ,i
) + (∇uℓ,i − ∇us,υ

ℓ,i
)⊤∇(wAI , fi+1

+ wAI , fi+1
).

Notice that, for (t, x) ∈ supp θI(t)χI(x), I = (s, υ) ∈ I , we have |t − sτq,i| . τq,i, |x − υµq,i| . µq,i, and then

‖∂r
t (∇uℓ,i(t, x) − ∇u

s,υ

ℓ,i
)‖N . ‖∂r

t (∇uℓ,i(t, x) − ∇uℓ,i(sτq,i, x))‖N + ‖∂r
t (∇uℓ,i(sτq,i, x) − ∇uℓ,i(sτq,i, υµq,i))‖N

. ‖∂r+1
t uℓ,i‖C0(Iq,i

3ℓq,i
;CN+1 (T3))

|t − sτq,i| + ‖∂r
t uℓ,i‖C0(Iq,i

3ℓq,i
;CN+2 (T3))

|x − υµq,i|

. ℓ−N−r
q,i λq,iδ

1
2

q,i
(τq,i + µq,i), N + r > 0,

where we have used (3.4)–(3.5). So we could obtain
∥∥∥∂r

t RL2

∥∥∥
N
.

∑

N1+N2+N3=N

∑

r1+r2+r3=r

λ−1
q,i+1‖∂

r1

t (∇uℓ,i(t, x))‖N1
‖∂r2

t wAI , fi+1
‖N2
‖∂r3

t ∇γq,i+1,I‖N3

+

∑

N1+N2+N3=N

∑

r1+r2+r3=r

λ−1
q,i+1‖∂

r1

t (∇uℓ,i(t, x) − ∇u
s,υ

ℓ,i
)‖N1
‖∂r2

t (∇wAI , fi+1
)‖N2
‖∂r3

t γq,i+1,I‖N3
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. λN+r
q,i+1


δ

1
2

q+1

λq,i+1µq,i

+ (τq,i + µq,i)λq,iδ
1
2

q,i
δ

1
2

q+1



. λN+r
q,i+1λ

1
2

q,i
λ
− 1

2

q,i+1
δ

1
4
q δ

1
2

q+1
.

5.2. Estimates on the mediation error. Recall that

RM = tr(2∇(uq,i − uℓ,i)(∇ũq,i+1)⊤) Id−(∇ũq,i+1)⊤∇(uq,i − uℓ,i) − (∇(uq,i − uℓ,i))
⊤∇ũq,i+1.

By using (3.7), (3.7), and (3.29), we have

∥∥∥∂r
t RM

∥∥∥
N
.

∑

N1+N2=N

∑

r1+r2=r

‖∂r1

t (uq,i − uℓ,i)‖N1+1‖∂r2

t ũq,i+1‖N2+1 . λ
N+r
q,i+1ℓ

2
q,iλ

2
q,iδ

1
2

q,i
δ

1
2

q+1
. λN+r

q,i+1λ
1
2

q,i
λ
− 1

2

q,i+1
δ

1
4
q δ

1
2

q+1
.

5.3. Estimates on the oscillation error. After simple calculation, we have

| fi+1|2([I] ± [J]) fi+1 = ( fi+1 · ([I] ± [J]) fi+1) fi+1, if ‖I − J‖ 6 1.

Combining it with supp uq,i+1,I

⋂
supp uq,i+1,J = ∅, for ‖I − J‖ > 1, we could obtain

div

tr(w̃q,i+1,p(w̃q,i+1,p)⊤) Id−(w̃q,i+1,p)⊤w̃q,i+1,p − 2| fi+1|2
∑

I

|uq,i+1,I |2
(
Id− fi+1

| fi+1|
⊗ fi+1

| fi+1|

)

= div


∑

I

∑

J

| fi+1|2uq,i+1,I · uq,i+1,J

(
eiλq,i+1(ξAI , fi+1

−ξAJ , fi+1
)
+ eiλq,i+1(−ξAI , fi+1

+ξAJ , fi+1
)
)

Id



− div


∑

I

∑

J

| fi+1|2uq,i+1,I · uq,i+1,J

(
eiλq,i+1(ξAI , fi+1

+ξAJ , fi+1
)
+ e−iλq,i+1(ξAI , fi+1

+ξAJ , fi+1
)
)

Id



− div


∑

I

∑

J

uq,i+1,I · uq,i+1,J

(
eiλq,i+1(ξAI , fi+1

−ξAJ , fi+1
)
+ eiλq,i+1(−ξAI , fi+1

+ξAJ , fi+1
)
)

fi+1 ⊗ fi+1



+ div


∑

I

∑

J

uq,i+1,I · uq,i+1,J

(
eiλq,i+1(ξAI , fi+1

+ξAJ , fi+1
)
+ e−iλq,i+1(ξAI , fi+1

+ξAJ , fi+1
)
)

fi+1 ⊗ fi+1



− div


∑

I

2| fi+1|2|uq,i+1,I |2
(
Id− fi+1

| fi+1|
⊗ fi+1

| fi+1|

)

=

∑

‖I−J‖=1

UI,J

(
eiλq,i+1(ξAI , fi+1

−ξAJ , fi+1
)
+ eiλq,i+1(−ξAI , fi+1

+ξAJ , fi+1
) − eiλq,i+1(ξAI , fi+1

+ξAJ , fi+1
) − e−iλq,i+1(ξAI , fi+1

+ξAJ , fi+1
)
)

−
∑

I=J

div


∑

I

| fi+1|2|uq,i+1,I |2
(
Id− fi+1

| fi+1|
⊗ fi+1

| fi+1|

)
(ei2λq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 + e−i2λq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 )



=

∑

‖I−J‖=1

UI,J

(
eiλq,i+1(ξAI , fi+1

−ξAJ , fi+1
)
+ eiλq,i+1(−ξAI , fi+1

+ξAJ , fi+1
) − eiλq,i+1(ξAI , fi+1

+ξAJ , fi+1
) − e−iλq,i+1(ξAI , fi+1

+ξAJ , fi+1
)
)

−
∑

I

UI,I

(
ei2λq,i+1ξAI , fi+1 + e−i2λq,i+1ξAI , fi+1

)
,

where UI,J = | fi+1|2∇(uq,i+1,I · uq,i+1,J) − ( fi+1 · ∇)(uq,i+1,I · uq,i+1,J) fi+1. Then, we could use ∇ξAI , fi+1
= [I] fi+1, and

Lemma D.2 to obtain

∥∥∥∂r
t RO1

∥∥∥
N+γ
. λN+r

q,i+1

∑

‖I−J‖61

∑

r1+r2=r

‖uq,i+1,I‖1‖uq,i+1,J‖0 + ‖uq,i+1,J‖1‖uq,i+1,I‖0
λ

1−γ
q,i+1

+ λN+r
q,i+1

∑

‖I−J‖61

∑

r1+r2=r

∑

N1+N2=n0+1

‖uq,i+1,I‖N1+1+γ‖uq,i+1,J‖N2+γ + ‖uq,i+1,J‖N1+1+γ‖uq,i+1,I‖N2+γ

λ
n0−γ
q,i+1

. λN+r
q,i+1


δq+1

λ
1−γ
q,i+1

µq,i

+
δq+1

λ
n0−γ
q,i+1

µ
n0+1+2γ

q,i

 . λ
N+r
q,i+1

δq+1

λ
1−γ
q,i+1

µq,i

. λ
N+r+γ

q,i+1
λ

1
2

q,i
λ
− 1

2

q,i+1
δ

1
4
q δq+1.
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Combine it with

‖∂r
t RO2‖N .

∑

N1+N2=N

∑

r1+r2=r

(
‖∇∂r1

t w̃q,i+1,p‖N1
‖∇∂r2

t w̃q,i+1,c‖N2
+ ‖∇∂r1

t w̃q,i+1,c‖N1
‖∇∂r2

t w̃q,i+1,c‖N2

)

. λN+r
q,i+1

(
δq+1

λq,i+1µq,i

+
δq+1

(λq,i+1µq,i)2

)
. λ

N+r+γ

q,i+1
λ

1
2

q,i
λ
− 1

2

q,i+1
δ

1
4
q δq+1,

where we have used (3.30) and (3.31), we could get

‖∂r
t RO‖N 6 ‖∂r

t RO1‖N + ‖∂r
t RO2‖N . λN+r+γ

q,i+1
λ

1
2

q,i
λ
− 1

2

q,i+1
δ

1
4
q δq+1.

To sum up, we have (5.2). (5.3) can be deduced from (3.8).

6. Proof of the main theorem

6.1. Proof of Proposition 2.3. For any 0 < β < 1
60
, let the parameters ε1, b̄(β) =

1+12β−36γ

48β
, and a∗

0
be as in the

statement of Proposition 5.1. For any a > a∗
0

and ε < ε1, given an approximate solution (uq, cq,Rq) defined on

Iq,−1 × T3, we have constructed a perturbation ũq =
∑6

i=1 ũq,i and will apply it to uq. This creates a new Reynolds

stress Rq+1, which satisfies the estimates in Proposition 5.1. We now need to confirm whether (uq+1, cq+1,Rq+1)

satisfy (2.4)–(2.5) at the q + 1 step.

First, we denote the implicit constants in (3.29), which does not depend on M, by M0 and set M = 120M0. If

we set ‖ · ‖N = ‖ · ‖C0(Iq,−1 ;CN (T3)), we have

∑

N+r63

λ1−N−r
q+1 ‖∂r

t (uq+1 − uq)‖N 6
∑

N+r63

6∑

i=1

λ1−N−r
q,i ‖∂r

t ũq,i‖N 6 60M0δ
1
2

q+1
6 Mδ

1
2

q+1
. (6.1)

Moreover, we could get for sufficient large a and for 2 6 N + r 6 3,

‖uq+1‖0 6 ‖uq‖0 +
6∑

i=1

‖ũq,i‖0 6 ε − δ
1
2
q + M0

6∑

i=1

λ−1
q,iδ

1
2

q+1
6 ε − δ

1
2

q+1
,

‖∇uq+1‖0 6 ‖∇uq‖0 +
6∑

i=1

‖∇ũq,i‖0 6 ε − δ
1
2
q + M0

6∑

i=1

δ
1
2

q+1
6 ε − δ

1
2

q+1
,

‖∂tuq+1‖0 6 ‖∂tuq‖0 +
6∑

i=1

‖∂tũq,i‖0 6 ε − δ
1
2
q + M0

6∑

i=1

δ
1
2

q+1
6 ε − δ

1
2

q+1
,

‖∂r
t uq+1‖N 6 ‖∂r

t uq‖N +
6∑

i=1

‖∂r
t ũq,i‖N 6 MλN+r−1

q δ
1
2
q +

6∑

i=1

1

120
MλN+r−1

q,i δ
1
2

q+1
6 MλN+r−1

q+1 δ
1
2

q+1
.

The estimates on Rq+1 can be obtained from Proposition 5.1. Let the new Reynolds error be

Rq+1 = Rq.6 − δq+1 Id

= Rq − δq+1 Id+

6∑

i=1

(δ
1
2

q+1
Γ fi (Id−δ−1

q+1Rℓ))
2

(
Id− fi

| fi|
⊗ fi

| fi|

)
+

6∑

i=1

δRq,i

= Rq − Rℓ +

6∑

i=1

δRq,i.

Then, we could use (5.2) and (5.3) to obtain for 0 6 N + r 6 2

‖∂r
t Rq+1‖N 6 ‖∂r

t (Rq − Rℓ)‖N +
6∑

i=1

‖∂r
tδRq,i‖N 6 λN+r−2γ

q+1
δq+2.
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6.2. Proof of Proposition 2.4. Similar to [25, 30], we consider a given time interval I ⊂ (0, T ) with |I| > 3τq,−1,

within which we can always find s0 such that supp(θs0
(τ−1

q,5
·)) ⊂ I. If I = (s0, υ) ∈ I , we replace Γ f6 in ũq,6 with

Γ̃ f6 = −Γ f6 , which will make γ̃q,6,I = −γq,6,I . We denote the new perturbation by ũq,6,new. As for the other tuples, we

do not change γq,6,I . Note that Γ̃2
f6
= Γ

2
f6
, this allows us to use the same formula (2.2), and the replacement does not

change the estimates on Γ̃ f6 . Therefore, the estimates on the new perturbation ũq,6,new are the same as those on ũq,6.

Up to now, we could construct the new corrected approximate solution (uq+1, cq+1,Rq+1) that satisfies (2.4)–(2.5)

at the q + 1 step, where uq+1 = uq +
∑5

i=1 ũq,i + ũq,6,new. By the construction, the correction ũq,6,new differs from ũq,6

on the support of θs0
(τ−1

q,5
·). Therefore, suppt(uq+1 − uq+1) = suppt(ũq,6 − ũq,6,new) ⊂ I. Recall the definition of ũq,6 ,

ũq,6 =

∑

I∈I :sI=s0


θI (t)χI(x)dq,6 f̃AI√

2λq+1[I]| f̃AI
|| f6|

(eiλq,i+1ξAI , f6 + e−iλq,i+1ξAI , f6 ) −
∫

T3

θI(t)χI(x)dq,6 f̃AI√
2λq+1[I]| f̃AI

|| f6|
(eiλq,i+1ξAI , f6 + e−iλq,i+1ξAI , f6 )dx

 ,

and ũq,6,new = −ũq,6, we could obtain

|ũq,6,new − ũq,6|2

=

∑

I∈I :sI=s0


2θ2

I
(t)χ2

I
(x)d2

q,6

λ2
q+1

[I]2| f6|2
(ei2λq+1ξAI , f6 + e−i2λq+1ξAI , f6 + 2) + 2


∫

T3

θI (t)χI(x)dq,6 f̃AI

λq+1[I]| f̃AI
|| f6|

(eiλq,i+1ξAI , f6 + e−iλq,i+1ξAI , f6 )dx


2


−
∑

I∈I :sI=s0

4θI(t)χI(x)dq,6 f̃AI

λq+1[I]| f̃AI
|| f6|

(eiλq,i+1ξAI , f6 + e−iλq,i+1ξAI , f6 )


∫

T3

θI(t)χI(x)dq,6 f̃AI

λq+1[I]| f̃AI
|| f6|

(eiλq,i+1ξAI , f6 + e−iλq,i+1ξAI , f6 )dx

 .

Notice that

d2
q,6 = δq+1Γ

2
6(Id−δ−1

q+1Rℓ)

=
δq+1

4
(3(Id−δ−1

q+1Rℓ)33 + 4(Id−δ−1
q+1Rℓ)12 − (Id−δ−1

q+1Rℓ)11 − (Id−δ−1
q+1Rℓ)22)

=
δq+1

4
(1 − 3(δ−1

q+1Rℓ)33 − 4(δ−1
q+1Rℓ)12 + (δ−1

q+1Rℓ)11 + (δ−1
q+1Rℓ)22)

>
δq+1

4
(1 − 9r0) >

δq+1

8
,

we could use Lemma D.2 to get

∑

I∈I :sI=s0

∫

T3

2θ2
I
(t)χ2

I
(x)d2

q,6

λ2
q+1

[I]2| f6|2
(ei2λq+1ξAI , f6 + e−i2λq+1ξAI , f6 )dx

.n0

∑

I∈I :sI=s0

2

λ2
q+1

[I]2| f6|2
·
‖θ2

I
(t)χ2

I
(x)d2

q,6
‖0 + ‖θ2

I
(t)χ2

I
(x)d2

q,6
‖n0

(λq+1| f6|)n0

.n0

δq+1

λ
n0+2

q+1
µ

n0

q,5

.n0

δq+1

λ3
q+1

6
π3δq+1

256λ2
q+1
| f6|2

,

and similarly,

∑

I∈I :sI=s0

∫

T3

θI(t)χI(x)dq,6 f̃AI

λq+1[I]| f̃AI
|| f6|

(eiλq,i+1ξAI , f6 + e−iλq,i+1ξAI , f6 )dx

.n0

∑

I∈I :sI=s0

1

λq+1[I]| f6|
·
‖θI (t)χI(x)dq,6‖0 + ‖θI(t)χI(x)dq,6‖n0

(λq+1| f6|)n0

.n0

δ
1
2

q+1

λ
n0+1

q+1
µ

n0

q,5

.n0

δ
1
2

q+1

λ2
q+1

6

π
3
2 δ

1
2

q+1

16
√

2λq+1| f6|
,
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for sufficiently large a. Then, for t ∈ supp θs0
(τ−1

q,5
·) and satisfy θI(t) = θs0

(τ−1
q,5

t) = 1, we have,

∫

T3

|ũq,6,new − ũq,6|2dx =
∑

I∈I :sI=s0

∫

T3

4θ2
I
(t)χ2

I
(x)d2

q,6

λ2
q+1

[I]2| f6|2
dx +

∑

I∈I :sI=s0

∫

T3

2θ2
I
(t)χ2

I
(x)d2

q,6

λ2
q+1

[I]2| f6|2
(ei2λq+1ξAI , f6 + e−i2λq+1ξAI , f6 )dx

− 2


∫

T3

θI(t)χI(x)dq,6 f̃AI

λq+1[I]| f̃AI
|| f6|

(eiλq,i+1ξAI , f6 + e−iλq,i+1ξAI , f6 )dx


2

>
π3δq+1

64λ2
q+1
| f6|2
−

π3δq+1

128λ2
q+1
| f6|2

=
π3δq+1

256λ2
q+1

,

where we have used [I] 6 16. Therefore, we obtain

‖uq+1 − uq+1‖C0([0,T ];L2 (T3)) = ‖ũq,6,new − ũq,6‖C0([0,T ];L2 (T3)) >

π
3
2 δ

1
2

q+1

16λq+1

.

Assume we are given an approximate solutions (uq, cq,Rq) that satisfies (2.4)–(2.5) and

suppt(uq − uq,Rq − Rq) ⊂ J ,

for some time intervalJ . We can then construct the regularized Reynolds errors Rℓ and Rℓ. Notice that they differ

only in J + ℓq,0 ⊂ J + (λqδ
1
4
q )−1. As a result, ũq,6,new differs from ũq,6 in J + (λqδ

1
4
q )−1, and we can obtain different

corrected approximate solutions (uq+1, cq+1,Rq+1) and (uq+1, cq+1,Rq+1) satisfying

suppt(uq+1 − uq+1,Rq+1 − Rq+1) ⊂ J + (λqδ
1
4
q )−1.

6.3. Proof of Theorem 1.3. For convenience, we assume that T > 20 in this argument. We fix 0 < α < 1
60

and

β ∈ (α, 1
60

). We choose ε, b, and a based on Proposition 2.3. In Section 3.1, we constructed an initial approximate

solution (u0, c0,R0) which solves (2.1) on I−1 × T3 and satisfies (2.4) and (2.5).

We can apply Proposition 2.3 iteratively to produce a sequence of approximate solutions (uq, cq,Rq), which

solve (2.1) and satisfy (2.4)–(2.6).

First, we prove that uq is a Cauchy sequence in C0([0, T ]; C1,α(T3)). For any q 6 q′, we have

‖uq′ − uq‖C0([0,T ];C1,α (T3)) 6

q′−q∑

l=1

‖uq+l − uq+l−1‖C0([0,T ];C1,α (T3)) 6

q′−q∑

l=1

‖uq+l − uq+l−1‖1−α1 ‖uq+l − uq+l−1‖α2 =
q′−q∑

l=1

λ
α−β
q+l

.

Notice
∑q′−q

l=1
λ
α−β
q+l

will converge to 0 as q goes to infinity. Thus, uq converges to a limit u ∈ C0([0, T ],C1,α(T3)).

Similarly, the time regularity follows from (2.6) such that u ∈ C1,α([0, T ],C0(T3)). Hence, u ∈ C1,α′ ([0, T ] × T3),

for α′ < α < β < 1
60

. Moreover, cq and Rq converge to 0 in C0([0, T ] × T3).

Next, we construct two distinct tuples by using Proposition 2.4. At the q̄-th step, we produce two distinct tuples

(uq, cq,Rq) and (uq, cq,Rq) which satisfy Proposition 2.4, and we have

‖uq̄ − uq̄‖C0([0,T ];L2 (T3)) >

π
3
2 δ

1
2

q+1

16λq+1

, suppt(uq̄ − uq̄) ⊂ I,

with I = (10, 10 + 3τq̄,−1).

Next, we apply Proposition 2.3 iteratively to build a new sequence (uq, cq,Rq) which satisfies (2.4), (2.5), and

(2.6). This new sequence also converges to a solution u to the quasi-linear wave equations, and u ∈ C1,α′ ([0, T ] ×
T3). Moreover, uq shares initial data with uq for all q, because for any q > q̄ and for a large enough, we have

suppt(uq − uq) ⊂ I +
∞∑

q=q̄

(λqδ
1
4
q )−1 ⊂ [9, T ],

and thus the two solutions u and u have the same initial data. However, u differs from u because

‖u − u‖C0([0,T ];L2 (T3)) > ‖uq̄ − uq̄‖C0([0,T ];L2 (T3)) −
∞∑

q=q̄

‖uq+1 − uq − (uq+1 − uq)‖C0([0,T ];L2 (T3))
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> ‖uq̄ − uq̄‖C0([0,T ];L2 (T3)) − (2π)
3
2

∞∑

q=q̄

(‖uq+1 − uq‖0 + ‖uq+1 − uq‖0)

>

π
3
2 δ

1
2

q̄

16λq̄

− 2(2π)
3
2 M

∞∑

q=q̄

δ
1
2

q+1

λq+1

> 0,

if we choose a large enough.

By changing the choice of time interval I and the choice of q̄, we can generate infinitely many solutions in a

similar way.

Appendix A. Hölder spaces

In this section, we introduce the notations we would use for Hölder spaces. For some time interval I ⊂ R, we

denote the supremum norm as ‖ f ‖0 = ‖ f ‖C0(I;C0(T3)) := sup
(t,x)∈I×T3

| f (t, x)|. For N ∈ N, a multi-index k = (k1, k2, k3) ∈

N3 and α ∈ (0, 1], we denote the Hölder seminorms as

[ f ]N = max
|k|=N

∥∥∥Dk f
∥∥∥

0
, [ f ]N+α = max

|k|=N
sup

t

sup
x,y

|Dk f (t, x) − Dk f (t, x)|
|x − y|α ,

where Dk are spatial derivatives. Then we can denote the Hölder norms as

‖ f ‖N =
m∑

j=0

[ f ] j, ‖ f ‖N+α = ‖ f ‖N + [ f ]N+α.

Appendix B. Conservation law form of nonlinear equations

Obviously, when the derivative of u is small enough, the equations (1.1) can be transformed into quasilinear

hyperbolic systems. In this section, we study the structure of the quasilinear wave equations (1.1) in 2D and 3D.

We denote Ωε = {u ∈ C1 | ‖∇u‖0 + ‖∂tu‖0 6 ε}, and we will discuss the solution u whose derivatives ‖∇u‖0 and

‖∂tu‖0 are small enough, i.e., u ∈ Ωε for sufficiently small ε.

We first calculate the 2-dimensional case. Let U = (∂1u1, ∂2u1, ∂1u2, ∂2u2, ∂tu1, ∂tu2)⊤, then the equations (1.1)

can be written as:

∂U

∂t
+

2∑

j=1

A j(U)
∂U

∂x j

= 0, (B.1)

where

A j(U) =

(
0 E j

B j 0

)
, 1 6 i 6 2,

and

E1 =



−1 0

0 0

0 −1

0 0


, E2 =



0 0

−1 0

0 0

0 −1


,

B1 =

(
−λ − 2µ 2∂2u1 0 −λ − µ + 2∂2u2

−∂2u1 −∂1u1 −µ − ∂2u2 −∂1u2

)
, B2 =

(
−∂2u1 −µ − ∂1u1 −∂2u2 −∂1u2

−λ − µ + 2∂1u1 0 2∂1u2 −λ − 2µ

)
.

For ξ = (ξ1, ξ2) ∈ S1, denote

A(U, ξ) =

2∑

j=1

A j(U)ξ j =

(
0

∑2
j=1 ξ jE j∑2

j=1 ξ jB j 0

)
.
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Next, we calculate the corresponding eigenvalues {λ̃i}6i=1
and eigenvectors {ri}6i=1

. It is easy to get

λ̃i Id−A(U, ξ) :=

(
λ̃i Id4 −∑2

j=1 ξ jE j

−∑2
j=1 ξ jB j λ̃i Id2

)
,

and then

|λ̃i Id6 −A(U, ξ)| = λ̃2
i

∣∣∣λ̃2
i Id2 −C

∣∣∣

= λ̃2
i

(
λ̃2

i −
c11 + c22

2
+

1

2

√
(c11 − c22)2 + 4c12c21

) (
λ̃2

i −
c11 + c22

2
− 1

2

√
(c11 − c22)2 + 4c12c21

)
,

where

C :=

2∑

i, j=1

ξiξ jBiE j =

(
ci j

)2

i, j=1
=

(
(λ + 2µ)ξ2

1
− ∂2u1ξ1ξ2 + (µ + ∂1u1)ξ2

2
(λ + µ − ∂2u2)ξ1ξ2 + ∂1u2ξ

2
2

∂2u1ξ
2
1
+ (λ + µ − ∂1u1)ξ1ξ2 (µ + ∂2u2)ξ2

1
− ∂1u2ξ1ξ2 + (λ + 2µ)ξ2

2

)
.

So 6 real eigenvalues of A(U, ξ) can be represented as

λ̃1,2 = 0, λ̃3,4 = ±

√
c11 + c22 −

√
(c11 − c22)2 + 4c12c21

2
, λ̃5,6 = ±

√
c11 + c22 +

√
(c11 − c22)2 + 4c12c21

2
.

where λ̃3,4 and λ̃5,6 are the square root of the eigenvalue of C. It is obvious to get that, the eigenvectors correspond-

ing to the eigenvalue 0 are linearly independent, and

∇λ̃i(U, ξ) · ri(U, ξ) = 0, i = 1, 2, ∀u ∈ Ωε, ∀ξ ∈ S1,

For 3 6 i 6 6, the corresponding right eigenvectors can be chosen as

ri(U, ξ) =

−
c12ξ1

λ̃i(λ̃
2
i
− c11)

,− c12ξ2

λ̃i(λ̃
2
i
− c11)

,−ξ1

λ̃i

,−ξ2

λ̃i

,
c12

λ̃2
i
− c11

, 1


⊤

,

and then

∇λ̃3,4 =
1

2λ̃3,4

−
1

2
(∇c11 + ∇c22) − 1

4
√

(c11 − c22)2 + 4c12c21

(2(c11 − c22)(∇c11 − ∇c22) + 4c21∇c12 + 4c12∇c21)



=
1

2λ̃3,4



1

2



−ξ2
2

ξ1ξ2

ξ1ξ2

−ξ2
1

0

0



− 1

4
√

(c11 − c22)2 + 4c12c21



2(c11 − c22)ξ2
2
− 4c12ξ1ξ2

−2(c11 − c22)ξ1ξ2 + 4c12ξ
2
1

2(c11 − c22)ξ1ξ2 + 4c21ξ
2
2

−2(c11 − c22)ξ2
1
− 4c21ξ1ξ2

0

0





,

∇λ̃5,6 =
1

2λ̃5,6

−
1

2
(∇c11 + ∇c22) +

1

4
√

(c11 − c22)2 + 4c12c21

(2(c11 − c22)(∇c11 − ∇c22) + 4c21∇c12 + 4c12∇c21)



=
1

2λ̃5,6



1

2



−ξ2
2

ξ1ξ2

ξ1ξ2

−ξ2
1

0

0



+
1

4
√

(c11 − c22)2 + 4c12c21



2(c11 − c22)ξ2
2
− 4c12ξ1ξ2

−2(c11 − c22)ξ1ξ2 + 4c12ξ
2
1

2(c11 − c22)ξ1ξ2 + 4c21ξ
2
2

−2(c11 − c22)ξ2
1
− 4c21ξ1ξ2

0

0





,

where

∇c11 =

(
ξ2

2 ,−ξ1ξ2, 0, 0, 0, 0
)⊤
, ∇c22 =

(
0, 0,−ξ1ξ2, ξ

2
1, 0, 0

)⊤
,

∇c21 =

(
−ξ1ξ2, ξ

2
1, 0, 0, 0, 0

)⊤
, ∇c12 =

(
0, 0, ξ2

2,−ξ1ξ2, 0, 0
)⊤
.

Then, we could obtain

∇λ̃i(U, ξ) · ri(U, ξ) = 0, 3 6 i 6 6, ∀u ∈ Ωε, ∀ξ ∈ S1.
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To sum up, we have

∇λ̃i(U, ξ) · ri(U, ξ) = 0, 1 6 i 6 6, ∀u ∈ Ωε, ∀ξ ∈ S1.

We conclude that all characteristic families of the system (B.1) are linearly degenerate in the sense of Majda [55].

Next, we consider about the case for three dimensions. We use similar symbols without causing confusion.

Similarly, we have

∂U

∂t
+

3∑

j=1

A j(U)
∂U

∂x j

= 0, (B.2)

where U = (∂1u1, ∂2u1, ∂3u1, ∂1u2, ∂2u2, ∂3u2, ∂1u3, ∂2u3, ∂3u3, ∂tu1, ∂tu2, ∂tu3)⊤ and

A j(U) =

(
0 E j

B j 0

)
, 1 6 i 6 3,

and

E1 =



−1 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 −1 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 −1

0 0 0

0 0 0



, E2 =



0 0 0

−1 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 −1 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 −1

0 0 0



, E3 =



0 0 0

0 0 0

−1 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 −1 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 −1



,

B1 =


−λ − 2µ 2∂2u1 2∂3u1 0 −λ − µ + 2∂2u2 2∂3u2 0 2∂2u3 −λ − µ + 2∂3u3

−∂2u1 −∂1u1 0 −∂2u2 −µ − ∂1u2 0 −∂2u3 −∂1u2 0

−∂3u1 0 −∂1u1 −∂3u2 −µ −∂1u2 −∂3u3 0 −∂1u3

 ,

B2 =


−∂2u1 −µ − ∂1u1 0 −∂2u2 −∂1u2 0 −∂2u3 −∂1u3 0

−λ − µ + 2∂1u1 0 2∂3u1 2∂1u2 −λ − 2µ 2∂3u2 2∂1u3 0 −λ − µ + 2∂3u3

0 −∂3u1 −∂2u1 0 −∂3u2 −∂2u1 0 −µ − ∂3u3 −∂2u1

 ,

B3 =


−∂3u1 0 −µ − ∂1u1 −∂3u2 0 −∂1u2 −∂3u3 0 −∂1u3

0 −∂3u1 −∂2u1 0 −∂3u2 −µ − ∂2u2 0 −∂3u3 −∂2u3

−λ − µ + 2∂1u1 2∂2u1 0 2∂1u2 −λ − µ + 2∂2u2 0 2∂1u3 2∂2u3 −λ − 2µ

 .

For ξ = (ξ1, ξ2, ξ3) ∈ S2, denote

A(U, ξ) =

3∑

j=1

A j(U)ξ j =

(
0

∑3
j=1 ξ jE j∑3

j=1 ξ jB j 0

)
.

Next, we calculate the corresponding eigenvalues {λ̃i}12
i=1

and eigenvectors {ri}12
i=1

. It is easy to get

λ̃i Id−A(U, ξ) :=

(
λ̃i Id9 −∑3

j=1 ξ jE j

−∑3
j=1 ξ jB j λ̃i Id3

)
,

and then

|λ̃i Id12 −A(U, ξ)| = λ̃6
i

∣∣∣λ̃6
i Id2 −C

∣∣∣ ,
where

C =

3∑

i, j=1

ξiξ jBiE j =

(
ci j

)3

i, j=1
.

Then we know 12 real eigenvalues of A(U, ξ) satisfy that λ̃1,2,3,4,5,6 = 0, and λ̃7,8, λ̃9,10, and λ̃11,12 are the the square

root of the corresponding eigenvalue of C. It is obvious to get that, for the eigenvalue 0, there are six linearly

independent eigenvectors, and

∇λ̃i · ri = 0, 1 6 i 6 6, ∀u ∈ Ωε, ∀ξ ∈ S2.
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For 7 6 i 6 12, by doing the similar calculation as before, we can get

∇λ̃i(U, ξ) · ri(U, ξ) = 0, 7 6 i 6 12, ∀u ∈ Ωε, ∀ξ ∈ S2.

To sum up, we have

∇λ̃i(U, ξ) · ri(U, ξ) = 0, 1 6 i 6 12, ∀u ∈ Ωε, ∀ξ ∈ S2.

We conclude that all characteristic families of the system (B.2) are linearly degenerate in the sense of Majda [55].

Appendix C. Inverse divergence operator

In this part, we introduce the inverse divergence operators which is originally defined in [28].

Definition C.1 (Leray projection). Let υ ∈ C∞(T3;R3) be a smooth vector field. Let

Qυ := ∇ψ +
?

T3

υ, (C.1)

where ψ ∈ C∞(T3) is the solution of ∆ψ = div υ, with
>

T3 ψ = 0. Furthermore, let P = I − Q be the Leray

projection onto divergence-free fields with zero average.

Definition C.2 (Inverse divergence). Let υ ∈ C∞(T3;R3) be a smooth vector field. We can define Rυ to be the

matrix-valued periodic function

Rυ :=
1

4
(∇Pu + (∇Pu)⊤) +

3

4
(∇u + (∇u)⊤) − 1

2
(div u) Id, (C.2)

where u ∈ C∞(T3;R3) is the solution of ∆u = υ −
>

T3 υ, with
>

T3 u = 0.

Proposition C.3. For any α ∈ (0, 1) and any N ∈ N, there exists a constant C(N, α) with the following properties.

For the operator R defined above, we have for υ ∈ CN+α(T3;R3) and A ∈ CN+α(T3;R3×3)

‖Rυ‖N+1+α 6 C(N, α) ‖υ‖N+α ,
‖R(div A)‖N+α 6 C(N, α) ‖A‖N+α .

(C.3)

Proof. By the standard Schauder estimates, for any φ, ψ : T3 → R with
{
∆φ = f ,
>

T3 φ = 0,
and

{
∆ψ = div F,
>

T3 ψ = 0,

we have ‖φ‖N+2+α 6 C(N, α) ‖ f ‖N+α , ‖ψ‖N+1+α 6 C(N, α) ‖F‖N+α , which yields (C.3). �

Appendix D. Some technical lemmas

In this section, we introduce some lemmas given in [13, 25, 30]. The proof for the following two lemmas can

be found in [13, Appendix].

Lemma D.1. [13, Proposition A.1] Suppose F : Ω → R and Ψ : Rn → Ω are smooth functions for some Ω ⊂ Rm.

Then, for each N ∈ Z+, we have

‖∇N(F ◦ Ψ)‖0 . ‖∇F‖0‖∇Ψ‖N−1 + ‖∇F‖N−1‖Ψ‖N−1
0 ‖Ψ‖N ,

‖∇N(F ◦ Ψ)‖0 . ‖∇F‖0‖∇Ψ‖N−1 + ‖∇F‖N−1‖∇Ψ‖N0 ,
(D.1)

where the implicit constants in the inequalities depends only on n,m, and N.

Lemma D.2. [13, Proposition C.2]. Let N > 1. Suppose that a ∈ C∞(T3) and ξ ∈ C∞(T3;R3) satisfies

1

C
6 |∇ξ| 6 C, (D.2)

for some constant C > 1. Then, we have∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

T3

a(x)eik·ξdx

∣∣∣∣∣∣ .C,N

‖a‖N + ‖a‖0‖∇ξ‖N
|k|N , (D.3)

and for the operator R defined in Definition C.2, we have

‖R
(
a(x)eik·ξ

)
‖α .C,N,α

‖a‖0
|k|1−α +

‖a‖N+α + ‖a‖0‖ξ‖N+α
|k|N−α . (D.4)
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Appendix E. Estimates for nonlinear equations

In this section, we introduce a lemma which gives the solutions of a system of polynomial equations and will be

used in the construction of the perturbation. To maintain the completeness of the article, we will use the Newton

iteration method to provide the proof.

Lemma E.1. Consider the following equations


A1a2
1 + E1a1a2 +C1a1 + B2a2 = D1,

A2a2
2 + E2a1a2 +C2a2 + B1a1 = D2,

(E.1)

where Ai, Bi,Ci,Di and Ei are constants. If there exist positive constants C̃, c, and ε such that

2∑

i=1

(|Ai| + |Bi| + |Di| + |Ei| + |Ci − c|) 6 C̃ε,

we could find ε0(C̃, c) > 0 such that, for any ε < ε0, there exists an solution (a1, a2) of equation E.1 such that

|a1| + |a2| 6 Cε,

for some constant C(C̃, c) > 0.

Proof. If ε < min( c
1000

, c

1000C̃
, c

1000C̃2 ,
c2

512C̃
, 1

2
), we have

2∑

i=1

(|Ai| + |Bi| + |Di| + |Ei|) 6
c

100
,

c

2
6 |C1| 6 2c,

c

2
6 |C2| 6 2c.

Let a1,1 = D1/C1 and a2,1 = D2/C2, we have


A1a2
1,1 + E1a1,1a2,1 + C1a1,1 + B2a2,1 = D1 + ǫ1,1,

A2a2
2,1 + E2a1,1a2,1 + C2a2,1 + B1a1,1 = D2 + ǫ2,1,

(E.2)

where ǫ1,1 = (A1D2
1
)/C2

1
+ (E1D1D2)/(C1C2)+ (B2D2)/C2 and ǫ1,2 = (A2D2

2
)/C2

2
+ (E2D1D2)/(C1C2)+ (B1D1)/C1.

So we have the following estimates

|a1,1| + |a2,1| 6
4C̃ε

c
6

1

100
, |ǫ1,1| + |ǫ2,1| 6

8(C̃ε)2

c
6 ε.

Assume a1,n and a2,n satisfy


A1a2
1,n + E1a1,na2,n + C1a1,n + B2a2,n = D1 + ǫ1,n,

A2a2
2,n + E2a1,na2,n + C2a2,n + B1a1,n = D2 + ǫ2,n,

(E.3)

and

|a1,n| + |a2,n| 6 1. (E.4)

Then we could add a correction ã1,n and ã2,n which is the solution of
{

(C1 + 2A1a1,n + E1a2,n)ã1,n + (B2 + E1a1,n)ã2,n = −ǫ1,n,

(B1 + E2a2,n)ã1,n + (C2 + 2A2a2,n + E2a1,n)ã2,n = −ǫ2,n.
(E.5)

Then we have

ã1,n = −
ǫ1,n(C2 + 2A2a2,n + E2a1,n) − ǫ2,n(B2 + E1a1,n)

(C1 + 2A1a1,n + E1a2,n)(C2 + 2A2a2,n + E2a1,n) − (B1 + E2a2,n)(B2 + E1a1,n)
,

ã2,n = −
ǫ2,n(C1 + 2A1a1,n + E1a2,n) − ǫ1,n(B1 + E2a2,n)

(C2 + 2A2a2,n + E2a1,n)(C1 + 2A1a1,n + E1a2,n) − (B1 + E2a2,n)(B2 + E1a1,n)
,

and

|ã1,n| + |ã2,n| 6
16c

c2

(|ǫ1,n| + |ǫ2,n|
)
6

16

c

(|ǫ1,n| + |ǫ2,n|
)
.
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So the new items a1,n+1 = a1,n + ã1,n and a2,n+1 = a2,n + ã2,n satisfy


A1a2
1,n+1 + E1a1,n+1a2,n+1 + C1a1,n+1 + B2a2,n+1 = D1 + ǫ1,n+1,

A2a2
2,n+1 + E2a1,n+1a2,n+1 + C2a2,n+1 + B1a1,n+1 = D2 + ǫ2,n+1,

(E.6)

where

|ǫ1,n+1| = |A1ã2
1,n + E1ã1,nã2,n| 6

256C̃ε

c2

(|ǫ1,n| + |ǫ2,n|
)2
<

(|ǫ1,n| + |ǫ2,n|
)2

2
,

|ǫ2,n+1| = |A2ã2
2,n + E2ã1,nã2,n| 6

256C̃ε

c2

(|ǫ1,n| + |ǫ2,n|
)2
<

(|ǫ1,n| + |ǫ2,n|
)2

2
.

(E.7)

By repeating this process, we can get a sequence (a1,n = a1,1 +
∑n−1

i=1 ã1,i, a2,n = a2,1 +
∑n−1

i=1 ã2,i, ǫ1,n, ǫ2,n) which

satisfies the following estimates

|ǫ1,n| + |ǫ2,n| < ε2n−1

, |a1,n| + |a2,n| 6
4C̃ε

c
+

16

c

∞∑

i=2

ε2i−1

6 C(C̃, c)ε 6 1.

Let a1 = limn→∞ a1,n, a2 = limn→∞ a2,n, we complete the proof. �
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