arXiv:2405.20754v1 [math.AP] 31 May 2024

NON-UNIQUENESS OF WEAK SOLUTIONS TO 2D GENERALIZED NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS^∗

XINLIANG LI ZHONG TAN

Abstract. We study the non-uniqueness of weak solutions for the two-dimensional hyperdissipative Navier-Stokes equations in the super-critical spaces L^γ_t L^p_x when α ∈ [1,^3_2 ), and obtain the conclusion that the non-uniqueness of the weak solutions at the endpoint (γ, p) = (∞,^2_{2α−1} ) is sharp in view of the generalized Ladyženskaja-Prodi-Serrin condition by using a different spatial-temporal building block from [Cheskidov-Luo, Ann. PDE, 9:13 (2023)] and taking advantage of the intermittency of the temporal concentrated function g_{(k)} in an almost optimal way. Our results recover the above 2D non-uniqueness conclusion and extend to the hyper-dissipative case α ∈ (1,^3_2 ).

Key words: Non-uniqueness, Hyper-dissipative Navier-Stokes equations, Generalized Ladyženskaja- Prodi-Serrin condition, Spatial-temporal intermittent convex integration scheme

Contents

1 Introduction And Main Results 2

1.1 Inroduction. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2

1.2 Spatial-temporal Convex Integration Technique. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4

1.3 Main Results. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

1.4 Comments On Main Results. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6

2 Main Iteration And Mollification procedure 7

2.1 Main Iteration . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7

2.2 Mollification Procedure . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

3 Constructions Of Velocity Perturbations 9

3.1 Spatial Building Blocks. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10

∗2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35A02, 35Q30, 76D05.

1College of Mathematical Sciences, Shenzhen University, Shenzhen 518061, P. R. China; College of Physics and Optoelectronic Engineering, Shenzhen University, Shenzhen 518061, P. R. China. Email address, Xinliang Li: lixinliangmaths@163.com.

2College of Mathematical Sciences, Xiamen University, Xiamen 361005, P. R. China; Shenzhen Research Institute of Xiamen University, Shenzhen 518057, P. R. China. Email address, Zhong Tan: tan85@xmu.edu.cn.

3.2 Temporal Building Blocks. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12 3.3 Velocity Perturbations. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 3.4 Inductive Estimates For Velocity Perturbations. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18

4 Reynolds Stress 20 4.1 Decomposition Of Reynolds Stress. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20 4.2 C^1_{t,x}-Estimate Of Reynolds Stress. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 4.3 L^1_{t,x}-Decay Of Reynolds Stress. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22

5 Proof Of Main Theorem 26

6 Appendix 27

References 28

1 Introduction And Main Results

1.1 Inroduction.

In this paper, we consider the following 2D generalized Navier-Stokes equations (gNSE): ∂_tu + ν(−Δ)^αu + (u · ∇)u + ∇P = 0, div u = 0, u|_{t=0} = u_0,

(1.1)

on the torus T^2 := R^2 /Z^2, where u : T^2 × [0, T ] → R^2 is the unknown velocity and P : T^2 × [0, T ] → R is the scalar pressure, ν > 0 is the constant viscosity coefficient, α is called viscosity exponent in the literature, and (−Δ)^α is the fractional Laplacian defined by the Fourier transform on the flat torus as F ((−Δ)^αu) (ξ) = |ξ|^{2α}F(u)(ξ), ξ ∈ Z^2. When α < 1, (1.1) is known as hypo-dissipative Navier-Stokes equations, and α > 1 is hyperdissipative Navier-Stokes equations. When α = 1, (1.1) turns to be the 2D classical Navier- Stokes equations (NSE), for which the Leray-Hopf solution is the unique smooth solution in the physical sense. J.-L. Lions [23] first studied the system (1.1) and proved the Leray-Hopf solution is unique to the d ≥ 2 dimensional gNSE with any α ≥^1_2 +^d_4 , which also guarantees global regularity with smooth initial data presented in Wu [38].

For the 2D hyper-dissipative NSE (1.1), we mainly consider the mixed Sobolev space, and the space X = L^γ_t L^p_x is called critical if its norm ‖ · ‖_X is invariant under the natural scaling: u(t, x) → λ^{2α−1}u ( λ^{2α}t, λx ) , P (t, x) → λ^{4α−2}P ( λ^{2α}t, λx ) , (1.2)

where the exponents (γ, p) satisfy 2α γ + 2 p = 2α − 1 (1.3)

known as generalized Ladyženskaja-Prodi-Serrin (gLPS) condition.

In particular, the mixed Lebesgue space L^γ_t L^p_x is critical for the classical NSE (α = 1), when the exponents (γ, p) satisfy the well-known Ladyženskaja-Prodi-Serrin (LPS) condition 2 γ +^2_p = 1(see [22, 34, 35], for the case d = 2). When^2_γ +^2_q < 1, the space L^γ_t L^p_x is called sub-critical and super-critical when^2_γ +^2_q > 1.

The known uniqueness results can be concisely summarized as stated in Theorem 1.3 of [9]. Specifically, the findings reported in [19, 20, 24] imply that any weak solution to the 2D NSE in the distributional sense, as defined in Definition 1.1 below, within the (sub)critical spaces L^γ_t L^p_x with the condition^2_γ +^2_p ≤ 1 for some γ, p ∈ [1, ∞], is automatically the unique regular Leray-Hopf solution on T^2. Furthermore, there also exist many uniqueness results for the 2D hyper-dissipative NSE (α > 1), either under the gLPS condition (1.3) or subcritical spaces, such as [36] for the one endpoint space C_tL 2 2α−1 x , and [37] for the Besov space Ḃ 2 p +1−2α p,q . In the super-critical space, there remains many non-uniqueness questions unsolved. A recent noteworthy contribution by Cheskidov and Luo [9] has established the sharp nonuniqueness of the 2D NSE in proximity to the critical endpoint (γ, p) = (2, ∞) within the LPS condition. This proof heavily relies on the exploitation of temporal intermittency in the Convex integration framework. Additional references [8, 11] demonstrate the application of temporal intermittency to transport equations, while [27, 28] explores its implications for Magneto-Hydrodynamic (MHD) equations. Separately, Li, Qu, Zeng and Zhang [26] have presented non-unique L^2_t C_x weak solutions for the hypo-viscous NSE (α < 1) which implies that α = 1 is the sharp viscosity threshold for the well-posedness in the space L^2_t C_x. Regarding the other endpoint (γ, p) = (∞, 2), Luo and Qu [30] have established that C_tL^2_x weak solutions lack uniqueness when α < 1. Recently, Cheskidov and Luo [10] proved that it is not feasible to construct non-unique C_tL^2_x weak solutions for the 2D NSE, indicating that α = 1 serves as the sharp viscosity threshold for well-posedness within the space C_tL^2_x.

In summary, the current research indicates that there exist non-unique results in the supercritical space for α ≤ 1. However, the non-unique results for α > 1 remains unknown. In this study, we give the first non-uniqueness result in the Theorem 1.2 below when α ∈ (1,^3_2 ). 1.2 Spatial-temporal Convex Integration Technique.

The construction of non-unique weak solutions in the present work relies on Convex integration techniques, which was introduced to fluid dynamics by De Lellis and Székelyhidi Jr. in [14]. Since then, it was developed across a series of works [3, 4, 14–16] ultimately leading to the resolution of the flexible part of Onsager’s conjecture for the 3D Euler equations by Isett [21] and Buckmaster-De Lellis-Székelyhidi-Vicol [5]. When considering the viscous fluids, Buckmaster and Vicol [7] constructed non-unique weak solutions C_tL^2_x of the 3D NSE by using the method of intermittent Convex integration. Following this significant advancement, there have been many subsequent results in viscous settings including extensions of [7] to the hyper-dissipative case [25, 31], partial regularity in time [2], high dimensions d ≥ 4 [29], MHD equations [27, 28] and Hall-MHD equations [13] and so on. For the non-uniqueness of Leray-Hopf solutions to 3D hypo-dissipative NSE please refer to [12, 17].

In 2D, due to the principle that any two non-parallel lines on the same plane must intersect, how to set up different building blocks in the Convex integration framework without interfering or intersecting with each other is one of the key considerations. Additionally, in order to achieve hyper-viscosity (α > 1), using only the spatial intermittent Convex integration method [30] is not sufficient to deal with the difficulties brought about by the hyper-dissipative error. Therefore, it is necessary to introduce an additional temporal concentration function g_{(k)} in two-dimensional space, for which the validity has been verified in [8–11]. This study also requires the use of space-time intermittent Convex integration method, and will focus on developing the crucial role of temporal concentration functions g_{(k)} so that even if the different spatial building blocks W_k intersects with each other, the newly generated “Building blocks” g_{(k)}W_k will not intersect under the effect of non-intersecting temporal building blocks by temporal shifts t_k. We here vividly refer to the temporal concentration function g_{(k)} as a “switch function” and we will utilize temporal intermittency in an almost optimal way to achieve the sharp non-uniqueness at the endpoint cases of gLPS condition (1.4), namely (∞,^2_{2α−1} ). As will be demonstrated subsequently, in the case of extreme dissipativity where α approximates^3_2 , the appropriate temporal intermittency is approximately equivalent to 2D spatial intermittency.

Notations. The notation a ≲ b means that a ≤ Cb for some non-negative constant C. The mean of u ∈ L^1 ( T^2 ) is given by � T^2 udx = | |T2 | |^{−1} �_{T2} udx, where |·| denotes the Lebesgue measure. For simplicity, for p, γ ∈ [1, ∞], we denote

L^γ_t := L^γ (0, T ), L^p_x := L^p ( T^2 ) , where L^γ_t L^p_x denotes the usual Banach space L^γ ( 0, T ; L^p ( T^2 )) . In particular, we write L^p_{t,x} := L^p_t L^p_x for brevity. Let ‖u‖_W N,p_{t,x} := ∑ 0≤m+|ξ|≤N ‖ ‖∂_{mt} ∇_ξu ‖ ‖ L^p_{t,x} , ‖u‖_CN_{t,x} := ∑ 0≤m+|ξ|≤N ‖ ‖∂_{mt} ∇_ξu ‖ ‖ C_{t,x} where ξ = (ξ_1, ξ_2) is the multi-index and ∇^ξ := ∂^{ξ1}_{x1} ∂^{ξ2}_{x2} . For any Banach space X, we use C([0, T ]; X) to denote the space of continuous functions from [0, T ] to X with norm ‖u‖_{CtX} := sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ‖u(t)‖_X , and B^s_{p,q} ( T^2 ) to denote the Besov space with the norm

‖u‖_Bs_{p,q (T}2_) = ∑ j≥−1 | |2^{js} ‖Δju‖_Lp_{(T}2_) | |^q 1 q

where {Δ_j }_{j∈Z} is the inhomogeneous frequency localization operators.

For any A ⊆ [0, T ], we introduce the ε_∗-neighborhood of A as N_{ε∗} (A ) := {t ∈ [0, T ] : ∃ s ∈ A , s.t. |t − s| ≤ ε_∗} , where ε_∗ > 0. Additionally, we set the viscosity coefficient ν = 1 for brevity.

1.3 Main Results.

Before presenting the main results, we introduce the concept of weak solutions in the distributional sense for the equations (1.1).

Definition 1.1 (Weak solution) For α ≥ 1, given any weakly divergence-free datum u_0 ∈ L^2 ( T^2 ) , u ∈ L^2 ( [0, T ] × T^2 ) is a weak solution for the hyper-dissipative NSE (1.1), if u is divergence-free for all t ∈ [0, T ] and satisfies � T^2

u_0Φ(0, ·)dx = −

�_T 0 � T^2 u (∂_tΦ − (−Δ)^αΦ + (u · ∇)Φ) dxdt, where Φ ∈ C^∞_0 ( [0, T ) × T^2 ) is the divergence-free test function.

The main result of this paper is formulated in Theorem 1.2 below.

Theorem 1.2 For α ∈ [1,^3_2 ). If one has a smooth, divergence-free and mean-free vector field ũ = ũ(t, x) on [0, T ] × T^2, and (γ, p) satisfying 4α − 4 γ + 2 p > 2α − 1. (1.4)

Then, there exists β^′ ∈ (0, 1), such that for any given ε_∗ > 0, there exists a velocity field u such that the following holds:

(i) Weak solution: u is a weak solution to (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.1 with zero spatial mean.

(ii) Regularity: u ∈ H^{β′}_{t,x} ∩ L^γ_t L^p_x.

(iii) ε_∗-neighborhood of the temporal support: supp_t u ⊆ N_{ε∗} (supp_t ũ). (iv) ε_∗-close between the solution u and the given ~u in L^1_t L^2_x ∩ L^γ_t L^p_x, ‖u − ũ‖_L1_{t L}2_{x∩L}γ_{t L}p_x ≤ ε_∗. The following non-uniqueness of weak solutions to (1.1) is actually a direct consequence of Theorem 1.2 when α ∈ [1,^3_2 ). Please refer to [9, 25] for the proof of relevant details.

Corollary 1.3 (Non-uniqueness for 2D hyper-dissipative NSE) Let α ∈ [1,^3_2 ). For any weak solution ~u to (1.1), there exists a different weak solution u ∈ L^γ_t L^p_x to (1.1) with the same initial data, where (γ, p) satisfies (1.4).

Furthermore, for any divergence-free initial data belonging to L^2_x, there exist infinitely many weak solutions in L^γ_t L^p_x to (1.1). 1.4 Comments On Main Results.

In this subsection, we will share some comments on the the key observations drawn from our results.

(1) Strong non-uniqueness for the high viscosity α ≥ 1. According to the classical result [23], there exists a unique Leray-Hopf weak solution to (1.1) when α ≥ 1, it seems a novel finding to get the non-unique result when α = 1 or even greater than 1 in Theorem 1.2. In order to explore the non-uniqueness of weak solutions in the super-critical space (1.4) when α ≥ 1, it is necessary to fully exploit the temporal intermittency. To this end, we establish the relationship between the intermittency of the temporal concentrated function g_{(k)}, the viscosity exponent α and the regularity of the weak solutions, see (3.1) and gLPS condition (1.3) for details. Our results recover the two-dimensional results in [10] obtained by Cheskidov and Luo when α = 1, γ = ∞ in (1.4), and are the first non-uniqueness results when α > 1 to (1.1).

(2) Sharp non-uniqueness at the endpoint of gLPS condition. In the remarkable papers [10], Cheskidov-Luo first proved the sharp non-uniqueness at the endpoint cases (γ, p) = (∞, 2) for the 2D NSE.

In view of the well-posedness result in critical space C_tL^{2/(2α−1)}_x by [36] when α ≥ 1, Theorem 1.2 provides the sharp non-uniqueness for the hyper-dissipative NSE (1.1) at the endpoint (γ, p) = (∞,^2_{2α−1} ). Therefore, we extend the sharp non-uniqueness result in [10] to the 2D hyper-dissipative NSE for α ∈ (1,^3_2 ).

(3) Sharp non-uniqueness at the other endpoint of gLPS condition. For the other endpoint case (γ, p) = (^{2α}_{2α−1} , ∞), the detailed proof will be presented in our future research work [18]. At present, due to the L^2_{t,x}-criticality of space-time Convex integration method, whether the non-uniqueness of the weak solutions is sharp for non-endpoint cases in view of the gLPS condition (1.3) is unknown, we are looking forward to better technical means for processing.

2 Main Iteration And Mollification procedure

In this section, we first present the main iteration of the velocity and Reynolds stress, which is the heart of the proof of our main theorem.

2.1 Main Iteration

We consider the approximate solutions to the following 2D Navier-Stokes-Reynolds system for each integer q ≥ 0, { ∂_tu_q + (−Δ)^αu_q + div (u_q ⊗ u_q) + ∇P_q = div R̊_q, div u_q = 0,

(2.1)

where R̊_q : T^2 × [0, T ] → S^{2×2}_0 is a 2 × 2 symmetric traceless matrix, known as Reynolds stress in the literature, where the pressure term can be recoverd from the elliptic equation by taking the divergence of (2.1). Specifically,

ΔP_q = div div(R̊_q − u_q ⊗ u_q),

which, in conjunction with the standard zero spatial mean condition � T^2 Pdx = 0, uniquely

determines the pressure.

To measure the size of the relaxation solutions ( u_q,R̊_q ) for q ∈ N, we employ two crucial parameters: the frequency parameter λ_q and the amplitude parameter δ_{q+2}:

λ_q = a^{(bq )}, δ_{q+2} = λ^{−2β}_{q+2} . (2.2)

where a ∈ N is a large integer, the parameter β > 0 represents regularity and b ∈ 2N satisfies b > 1000 ε , 0 < β < 1 100b^2

, (2.3) where ε ∈ Q_+ is sufficiently small such that ε ≤ 1 20 min { 3 − 2α, 4α − 4 γ + 2 p − (2α − 1) } and bε ∈ N. (2.4)

The purpose of the iteration is to prove that when q approaches infinity, the Reynolds stress disappears in an appropriate space and the limit value of u_q is the solution of the initial equations (1.1). This approach is formally outlined in the subsequent iterative steps:

‖u_q‖_C1_{t,x} ≲ λ^7_q , (2.5) ‖ ‖R̊q ‖ ‖_{L1t,x} ≤ δq+1, (2.6) ‖ ‖R̊_q ‖ ‖ C^1_{t,x} ≲ λ^{16}_q , (2.7)

where the implicit constants C are independent of q.

Our main theorem relies on the following crucial iteration lemma formulated below.

Lemma 2.1 (Iteration lemma). Let α ∈ [1,^3_2 ) and (p, γ) satisfy (1.4). Suppose that ( u_q,R̊_q ) is a smooth solution to (2.1) satisfying conditions (2.5)-(2.7). Then, there exists another solution ( u_{q+1},R̊_{q+1} ) to (2.1) fulfills conditions (2.5)-(2.7) with q +1 replacing q. Furthermore, we have

‖u_{q+1} − u_q‖_L2_{t,x} ≤ δ^{12}_{q+1}, (2.8) ‖u_{q+1} − u_q‖_L1_{t L2x} ≤ δ^{12}_{q+2}, (2.9) ‖u_{q+1} − u_q‖_Lγ_{t L}p_x ≤ δ^{12}_{q+2}, (2.10) and supp_t ( u_{q+1},R̊_{q+1} ) ⊆ N_δ 1_{2q+2} ( supp_t ( u_q,R̊_q )) . (2.11)

2.2 Mollification Procedure

Let Φ_ϵ and ~Φ_ϵ be standard mollifiers on R^2 and R, respectively, and supp_t ~Φ_ϵ ⊆ (−ϵ, ϵ). Then, we can mollify u_q and R̊_q given in Lemma 2.1 as

u_ℓ = (u_q ∗_x Φ_ℓ) ∗_t ~Φ_ℓ, R̊_ℓ = ( R̊_q ∗_x Φ_ℓ ) ∗_t ~Φ_ℓ (2.12)

where the scale of mollification is given by

ℓ = λ^{−20}_q . (2.13)

Since ( u_q, P_q,R̊_q ) solves (2.1), we know that ( u_ℓ, P_ℓ,R̊_ℓ ) solves { ∂_tu_ℓ + div (u_ℓ ⊗ u_ℓ) + ∇P_ℓ + (−Δ)^αu_ℓ = div ( R̊_ℓ + R̊_{com} ) , div u_ℓ = 0,

(2.14)

where we can choose

P_ℓ = (P_q ∗_x Φ_ℓ) ∗_t ~Φ_ℓ + |u_ℓ|^2 − ( |u_q|^2 ∗_x Φ_ℓ ) ∗_t ~Φ_ℓ, (2.15)

R̊_{com} = (u_ℓ˚⊗u_ℓ) − ((v_q˚⊗u_q) ∗_x Φ_ℓ) ∗_t ~Φ_ℓ. (2.16)

Using the inductive assumptions (2.5)-(2.7), we have

‖u_ℓ‖_CN_{t,x} ≲ λ^7_qℓ^{−N+1} ≲ ℓ^{−N} , (2.17) ‖ ‖R̊ℓ ‖ ‖_{CNt,x} ≲ λ^{16}_q ℓ^{−N+1} ≲ ℓ^{−N} , (2.18) ‖ ‖R̊_ℓ ‖ ‖ L^1_{t,x} ≤ ‖ ‖R̊_q ‖ ‖ L^1_{t,x} ≤ δ_{q+1}, (2.19) ‖u_ℓ − u_q‖_Lγ_{t L}p_x ≲ ‖u_ℓ − u_q‖_L∞_{t,x} ≲ ℓ ‖u_q‖_C1_{t,x} ≲ λ^{−13}_q . (2.20) Moreover, ‖ ‖R̊_{com} ‖ ‖ L^∞_{t,x} ≲ ℓ‖u_ℓ ⊗ u_ℓ‖_C1_{t,x} ≲ ℓλ^{14}_q , ‖ ‖R̊com ‖ ‖_{CNt,x} ≲ ℓ^{−N+1} ‖ ‖u_ℓ˚⊗u_ℓ ‖ ‖_{C1t,x} ≲ ℓ^{−N+1}λ^{14}_q . Thus, for R̊^∗_ℓ^{def.}= R̊_ℓ + R̊_{com},

we have ‖ ‖R̊_{∗ℓ} ‖ ‖ L^1_{t,x} ≤ δ_{q+1} + ℓλ^{14}_q ≤ δ_{q+1}, (2.21) ‖ ‖R̊^∗_ℓ ‖ ‖_{CNt,x} ≲ ℓ^{−N} + ℓ^{−N+1}λ^{10}_q ≲ ℓ^{−N} , (2.22)

where we use the fact that by (2.3) and (2.13), it holds

ℓλ^{14}_q ≤ δ_{q+1}.

3 Constructions Of Velocity Perturbations

In this section, we are primarily focus on constructing appropriate velocity perturbations

and selecting appropriate intermittent or oscillatory parameters, to make the corresponding

inductive estimates hold in Lemma 2.1.

In order to approach one endpoint (γ, p) = (∞,^2_{2α−1} ) with α ∈ [1,^3_2 ), we select the 2D intermittent jets W_k as the primary spatial building blocks (see (3.5) below). A key characteristic of the intermittent jet is its near-2D intermittency, i.e.,

‖W_k‖_L∞_{t L}1_x ≲ λ^{−1+}.

To effectively manage the hyper-dissipativity error with (−Δ)^α when α > 1, it is necessary to introduce the temporal concentration function g_{(k)}(t). Specifically, the appropriate temporal intermittency closely corresponds to (4α − 4)-dimensional spatial intermittency, when α approaches^3_2 , the temporal intermittency nearly attains 2D spatial intermittency. Furthermore, we demonstrate the existence of six admissible parameters: ( r_⊥, r_‖, λ, μ, τ, σ ) and provide a precise selection as follows:

r_⊥ := λ^{−1+2ε}_{q+1} , r_‖ := λ^{−1+10ε}_{q+1} , λ := λ_{q+1}, μ := λ^{2α−1+4ε}_{q+1} , τ := λ^{4α−4+16ε}_{q+1} , σ := λ^{2ε}_{q+1} (3.1)

where ε denotes a sufficiently small constant that fulfills the condition stated in (2.4).

3.1 Spatial Building Blocks.

Define φ, ψ : R → R as smooth, mean-free functions supported on a ball of radius 1, satisfying the following conditions 1 2π � R φ^2(x)dx = 1 and 1 2π � R ψ^2(x)dx = 1, supp φ, ψ ⊆ [−1, 1]. (3.2)

The corresponding rescaled cut-off functions are defined as follows:

φ_{r‖} (x) := r^{− 12}_‖ φ ( x r_‖ ) , ψ_{r⊥} (x) := r^{− 12}_⊥ ψ ( x r_⊥ ) . (3.3)

In the scaling process, the functions φ_{r‖} and ψ_{r⊥} are supported within the balls of radius r_‖ and r_⊥ in R, respectively. By an abuse of notation, we extend the definition of φ_{r‖} and ψ_{r⊥} to periodic functions on the torus T.

Let Λ be a subset of S ∩ Q^2 representing the wavevector set, as specified in Geometric Lemma 6.1. For each k ∈ Λ, let (k, k_1) denotes an orthonormal basis. Then the 2D intermittent jets are defined by

W_k := −φ_{r‖} (λr_⊥N_Λ(k_1 · x + μt)) ψ^′_{r⊥} (λr_⊥N_Λk · x) k_1, (3.4)

where the quantity N_Λ is defined according to (6.2). By design, W_k is (T/λr_⊥)^2-periodic in space and σ^{−1}-periodic in time.

The parameters r_‖ and r_⊥ serve as indicators of the concentration effect exerted by intermittent jets. Additionally, μ represents the temporal oscillation parameter of the flow within the building block.

For brevity, we set

φ_{(k1)}(x) := φ_{r‖} (λr_⊥N_Λ(k_1 · x + μt)) = φ_{r‖} (λr_⊥N_Λ(x_k + μt)) , ψ_{(k)}(x) := ψ_{r⊥} (λr_⊥N_Λk · x) = ψ_{r⊥} (λr_⊥N_Λy_k) ,

where the pair (x_k, y_k) is employed to represent the spatial coordinates in R^2 . Therefore, the intermittent jets is simplified as

W_k = −φ_{(k1)}ψ^′_{(k)}k_1, k ∈ Λ. (3.5)

Since W_k is not divergence-free, we introduce the corrector W^c_k as

W^c_k := r_⊥ r_‖ φ^′_{(k1)}ψ_{(k)}k. (3.6)

Furthermore, we define periodic potentials Ψ_k ∈ C^∞_c ( R^2 ) as Ψ_k = r_⊥φ_{(k1)}ψ_{(k)}. (3.7)

By straightforward computations, (λr_⊥N_Λ)^{−1}∇^⊥Ψ_k = (λr_⊥N_Λ)^{−1}(−∂_{yk} Ψ_kk_1 + ∂_{xk} Ψ_kk) = W_k + W^{(c)}_k .

Also, we have the important identities

∂_t |W_k|^2 k_1 = μ div (W_k ⊗ W_k) , (3.8) and ∂_tΨ_k = μ (k_1 · ∇) Ψ_k. (3.9) After a direct calculation, we have the following lemma is the crucial estimates pertaining to the 2D intermittent jets.

Lemma 3.1 (Estimates of 2D intermittent jets). For any p ∈ [1, ∞], N, M ∈ N, the following bounds hold, ‖ ‖∇^N ∂^M_t φ_{(k1)} ‖ ‖_{CtLpx} + ‖ ‖∇_N ∂_{Mt} φ_{′(k1)} ‖ ‖ C_tL^p_x ≲ r 1 p −^1_2 ‖ ( r_⊥λ r_‖ )_N ( λr_⊥μ r_‖ )_M , (3.10)

‖ ∇^N ψ_{(k)} ‖ L^p_x + ‖ ‖∇^N ψ^′_{(k)} ‖ ‖_{Lpx} ≲ r 1 p −^1_2

⊥ λ^N . (3.11)

Furthermore, it holds that ‖ ‖∇^N ∂^M_t W_k ‖ ‖_{CtLpx} + r^‖ r_⊥ ‖ ‖∇^N ∂^M_t W^c_k ‖ ‖_{CtLpx} + r^{−1}_⊥ ‖ ‖∇^N ∂^M_t Ψ_k ‖ ‖_{CtLpx} ≲ (r_⊥r_‖)^{1p − 12} λ^N ( λr_⊥μ r_‖ )_M , (3.12)

where the implicit constants C are independent of r_⊥, r_‖, λ, μ, and k ∈ Λ. 3.2 Temporal Building Blocks.

Next, we construct the temporal building blocks that possess two crucial parameters, τ and σ, which govern concentration and oscillation over time, respectively. It is crucial to consider suitable temporal shifts t_k within these building blocks to ensure that the supports of different temporal building blocks are disjoint. This construction is motivated by recent advancements in temporal intermittency, as detailed in references [8–11], which permits to obtain sharp non-uniqueness results.

More precisely, we define {g_k}_{k∈Λ} ⊂ C^∞_c ([0, T ]) as cut-off functions with mean zero, such that for k ≠ k^′, the temporal supports of g_k and g_k′ are disjoint. Furthermore, for all k ∈ Λ, we have �_T 0 g^2_k(t)dt = 1. (3.13)

Since there are finitely many wavevectors in Λ, the existence of such {g_k}_{k∈Λ} can be guaranteed by g_k = g (t − t_k), where g ∈ C^∞_c ([0, T ]) has a very small support, and {t_k}_{k∈Λ} are temporal shifts chosen such that the supports of {g_k}_{k∈Λ} are disjoint. Subsequently, we rescale g_k by g_{k,τ} (t) = τ^12 g_k(τt), where the concentration parameter τ is defined by (3.1). By an abuse of notation, we consider g_{k,τ} as a periodic function on [0, T ]. Additionally, we define h_{k,τ} (t) := �_t 0 ( g^2_{k,τ} (s) − 1 ) ds, t ∈ [0, T ], (3.14) and set

g_{(k)}(t) := g_{k,τ} (σt), h_{(k)}(t) := h_{k,τ} (σt). (3.15)

Subsequently, the function h_{(k)} satisfies ∂_t ( σ^{−1}h_{(k)} ) = g^2_{(k)} − 1 = g^2_{(k)} −

�_T 0 g^2_{(k)}(t)dt, (3.16) where σ is given by (3.1).

We draw upon the crucial estimates of g_{(k)} and h_{(k)} established in previous works [8, 27] and present them in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2 (Estimates of temporal intermittency). For γ ∈ [1, ∞], M ∈ N, we have ‖ ∂^M_t g_{(k)} ‖ L^γ_t ≲ σ M τ^{M+ 12 − 1γ} , (3.17)

where the implicit constants do not rely on both σ and τ. Moreover, we have the following estimate for h_{(k)}: ‖ ‖h_{(k)} ‖ ‖_{Ct} ≤ 1. (3.18)

Remark 3.3 After defining the temporal concentrated function g_{(k)} and 2D intermittent jets W_k, we will utilize g_{(k)}W_k as the “Building block” for Convex integration scheme. Consequently, the supports of all g_{(k)}W_k are mutually disjoint if k ≠ k^′ on T^2 × [0, T ].

3.3 Velocity Perturbations.

In the following sections, we are committed to constructing the velocity perturbations, containing the principal perturbation, incompressible corrector, and two temporal correctors. Firstly, we will provide the specific form of the amplitudes of these perturbations, which has been presented in previous research works [6, 25, 30].

Amplitudes Of Perturbations. Choosing X : [0, ∞) → R to be a smooth cut-off function that satisfies X (z) = { 1, 0 ≤ z ≤ 1, z, z ≥ 2, (3.19) and 1 2 z ≤ X (z) ≤ 2z, for z ∈ (1, 2). (3.20) Define ρ_u(t, x) := 2C^{−1}_R δ_{q+1}X | |R̊^∗_ℓ (t, x) | | δ_{q+1} , (3.21)

where C_R is the positive constant defined in the Geometric Lemma 6.1. By (3.19), (3.20) and (3.21), | | | R̊∗_ℓ ρ_u | | | = | | | R̊∗_ℓ 2C^{−1}_R δ_{q+1}X ( δ^{−1}_{q+1} | |R̊^∗_ℓ | | ) | | | ≤ C^R, (3.22)

and for any p ∈ [1, ∞],

ρ_u ≥ C^{−1}_R δ_{q+1}, (3.23)

‖ρ_u‖_Lp_{t,x} ≲ C^{−1}_R ( δ_{q+1} + ‖ ‖R̊_{∗ℓ} ‖ ‖ L^p_{t,x} ) . (3.24)

Furthermore, combining (2.22), (3.23) with the standard Hölder estimates (see [3]), for 1 ≤ N ≤ 5, ‖ρ_u‖_{Ct,x} ≲ ℓ^{−2}, ‖ρ_u‖_CN_{t,x} ≲ ℓ^{−2N} (3.25) ‖ ‖ρ_{1/2u} ‖ ‖ C_{t,x} ≲ ℓ^{−1}, ‖ ‖ρ_{1/2u} ‖ ‖ C^N_{t,x} ≲ ℓ^{−2N} , (3.26) ‖ ‖ρ^{−1}_u ‖ ‖_{Ct,x} ≲ ℓ^{−1}, ‖ ‖ρ^{−1}_u ‖ ‖_{CNt,x} ≲ ℓ^{−2N} , (3.27) where the implicit constants are independent of the variable q. To ensure temporal compatibility between the perturbations and the Reynolds stress R̊^∗_ℓ discussed in Section 2, we employ a smoothly temporal cut-off function f_u : [0, T ] → [0, 1] that fulfills

• 0 ≤ f_u ≤ 1 and f ≡ 1 on supp_t R̊^∗_ℓ ;

• supp_t f_u ⊆ N_ℓ ( supp_t R̊^∗_ℓ ) ; • ‖f_u‖_CN_t ≲ ℓ^{−N} , 1 ≤ N ≤ 5. Now, we provide the specific form of amplitude as follows

a_{(k)}(t, x) := ρ^{12}_u (t, x)f_u(t)γ_{(k)} ( Id − R̊∗_ℓ (t, x) ρ_u(t, x) ) , k ∈ Λ, (3.28)

where the symbols γ_{(k)} and Λ are given in the Geometric Lemma 6.1. Furthermore, we give the analytic estimates for the amplitudes, the derivation of which follows a similar proof in [27].

Lemma 3.4 (Estimates of amplitudes) For 1 ≤ N ≤ 5, k ∈ Λ, it holds ‖ a_{(k)} ‖ L^2_{t,x} ≲ δ 1 2 q+1, (3.29) ‖ a_{(k)} ‖ C_{t,x} ≲ ℓ −1, ‖ a_{(k)} ‖ C^N_{t,x} ≲ ℓ −4N , (3.30)

where the implicit constants are independent of the variable q.

Velocity Perturbations. After the selection of “Building block” and the introduction of amplitudes, we now begin to construct the velocity perturbations. Firstly, the principal part of the velocity perturbations w^{(p)}_{q+1}, is defined as

w^{(p)}_{q+1} := ∑ k∈Λ a_{(k)}g_{(k)}W_k. (3.31)

By applying Geometric Lemma 6.1 and (3.28), the concentrated Reynolds stress R̊^∗_ℓ can be eliminated by the zero frequency part of w^{(p)}_{q+1} ⊗ w^{(p)}_{q+1}, i.e.,

w^{(p)}_{q+1} ⊗ w^{(p)}_{q+1} + R̊^∗_ℓ = ρ_uf^2_u Id + ∑ k∈Λ a^2_{(k)}g^2_{(k)}P_{≠0} (W_k ⊗ W_k) + ∑ k∈Λ a^2_{(k)} ( g^2_{(k)} − 1 ) � T^2

W_k ⊗ W_kdx. (3.32)

In the given context, P_{≠0} represents the spatial projection onto the set of nonzero Fourier modes. Since w^{(p)}_{q+1} lacks divergence-free property, we introduce the incompressibility corrector defined as: w^{(c)}_{q+1} := ∑ k∈Λ a_{(k)}g_{(k)}W^c_k + (λr_⊥N_Λ)^{−1}∇^⊥a_{(k)}g_{(k)}Ψ_k, (3.33)

where W^c_k and Ψ_k are respectively defined by (3.6) and (3.7). subsequently,

w^{(p)}_{q+1} + w^{(c)}_{q+1} = ∑ k∈Λ a_{(k)}g_{(k)}(W_k + W^c_k) + (λr_⊥N_Λ)^{−1}∇^⊥a_{(k)}g_{(k)}Ψ_k

= (λr_⊥N_Λ)^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ g_{(k)}[a_{(k)}∇^⊥Ψ_k + ∇^⊥a_{(k)}Ψ_k]

= (λr_⊥N_Λ)^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ ∇^⊥[a_{(k)}g_{(k)}Ψ_k], (3.34)

and thus div ( w^{(p)}_{q+1} + w^{(c)}_{q+1} ) = 0. (3.35) To address the high-frequency spatial and temporal errors in (3.32), we introduce two additional temporal correctors. The first temporal corrector w^{(t)}_{q+1} is defined as

w^{(t)}_{q+1} := −μ^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ P_H P_{≠0} ( a^2_{(k)}g^2_{(k)}φ^2_{(k1)}(ψ^′_{(k)})^2k_1 ) (3.36)

to balance the high spatial frequency oscillations:

∂_tw^{(t)}_{q+1} + ∑ k∈Λ P_{≠0} ( a^2_{(k)}g^2_{(k)} div (W_k ⊗ W_k) ) = ( ∇Δ^{−1} div ) μ^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ P_{≠0}∂_t ( a^2_{(k)}g^2_{(k)}φ^2_{(k1)}(ψ^′_{(k)})^2k_1 )

− μ^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ P_{≠0} ( ∂_t ( a^2_{(k)}g^2_{(k)} ) φ^2_{(k1)}(ψ^′_{(k)})^2k_1 ) , (3.37)

where the first term on the right-hand-side can be processed by Helmholtz-Leray projector P_H .

The other temporal corrector w^{(o)}_{q+1} is defined by

w^{(o)}_{q+1} := −σ^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ P_H P_{≠0} ( h_{(k)} � T^2

W_k ⊗ W_kdx∇ ( a^2_{(k)} )) (3.38) to balance the high temporal frequency oscillations:

∂_tw^{(o)}_{q+1} + ∑ k∈Λ P_{≠0} (( g^2_{(k)} − 1 ) � T^2

W_k ⊗ W_kdx∇ ( a^2_{(k)} ))

= ( ∇Δ^{−1} div ) σ^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ P_{≠0}∂_t ( h_{(k)} � T^2

W_k ⊗ W_kdx∇ ( a^2_{(k)} ))

− σ^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ P_{≠0} ( h_{(k)} � T^2

W_k ⊗ W_kdx∂_t∇ ( a^2_{(k)} )) . (3.39)

where the right-hand-side above only remain the low frequency part ∂_t∇ ( a^2_{(k)} ) and the

harmless pressure term.

In summary, the velocity perturbation w_{q+1} at level q + 1 is defined as the sum of four

components:

w_{q+1} := w^{(p)}_{q+1} + w^{(c)}_{q+1} + w^{(t)}_{q+1} + w^{(o)}_{q+1}. (3.40)

It is easy to verify that w_{q+1} are both mean-free and divergence-free. Subsequently, the

velocity field at level q + 1 is determined by

u_{q+1} := u_ℓ + w_{q+1}, (3.41)

where u_ℓ is defined as in (2.12).

Furthermore, we present the crucial estimates associated with these velocity perturbations

in the following Lemma 3.5.

Lemma 3.5 (Estimates of velocity perturbations) Given any p ∈ (1, ∞), γ ∈ [1, ∞] and

integers 0 ≤ N ≤ 5, it holds that ‖ ‖∇_N w(p)_{q+1} ‖ ‖ L^γ_t L^p_x ≲ ℓ^{−1}λ^N (r_⊥r_‖)^{1p − 12} τ^{12 − 1γ} , (3.42) ‖ ‖∇_N w(c)_{q+1} ‖ ‖ L^γ_t L^p_x ≲ ℓ^{−6}λ^N (r_⊥r_‖)^{1p − 12} τ^{12 − 1γ} r_⊥ r_‖ , (3.43) ‖ ‖∇^N w^{(t)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{Lγt Lpx} ≲ ℓ^{−2}λ^N μ^{−1}(r⊥r_‖)^{1p −1}τ^{1− 1γ} , (3.44) ‖ ‖∇_N w(o)_{q+1} ‖ ‖ L^γ_t L^p_x ≲ ℓ^{−4N−5}σ^{−1}. (3.45)

Especially, for integers 1 ≤ N ≤ 5, we have ‖ ‖w(p)_{q+1} ‖ ‖ C^N_{t,x} + ‖ ‖w(c)_{q+1} ‖ ‖ C^N_{t,x} + ‖ ‖w(t)_{q+1} ‖ ‖ C^N_{t,x} + ‖ ‖w(o)_{q+1} ‖ ‖ C^N_{t,x} ≲ λ^{3N+3}, (3.46)

where the implicit constants are independent of λ.

Proof. By (3.12), (3.17), (3.32), (3.33) and Lemma 3.4, for any p ∈ (1, ∞), ‖ ‖∇^N w^{(p)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{Lγt Lpx} ≲ ∑ k∈Λ ∑ N_1+N_2=N ‖ a_{(k)} ‖ C^{N1}_{t,x} ‖ g_{(k)} ‖ L^γ_t ‖ ∇^{N2} W_k ‖ C_tL^p_x ≲ ℓ^{−1}λ^N (r_⊥r_‖)^{1p − 12} τ^{12 − 1γ} , and ‖ ‖∇_N w(c)_{q+1} ‖ ‖ L^γ_t L^p_x ≲ ∑ k∈Λ ‖ g_{(k)} ‖ L^γ_t ∑ N_1+N_2=N (‖ ‖a_{(k)}‖_{CN1t,x} ‖∇^N2 W^c_k‖_{CtLpx} + (λr_⊥)^{−1} ‖a_{(k)}‖_{CN1+1t,x} ‖∇^N2 Ψ_k‖_{CtLpx} )

≲ ∑ N_1+N_2=N

τ^{12 − 1γ} ( ℓ^{−4N1−1}λ^{N2} r_⊥ r_‖ (r_⊥r_‖)^{1p − 12} + (λr_⊥)^{−1}ℓ^{−4N1−6}λ^{N2} r_⊥(r_⊥r_‖)^{1p − 12} )

≲ τ^{12 − 1γ} ( ℓ^{−1}λ^N r_⊥ r_‖ (r_⊥r_‖)^{1p − 12} + ℓ^{−6}λ^{N−1}(r_⊥r_‖)^{1p − 12} )

≲ ℓ^{−6}λ^N (r_⊥r_‖)^{1p − 12} τ^{12 − 1γ} r_⊥ r_‖ , then, the (3.42), (3.43) are verified.

Regarding the temporal correctors, based on (3.36) and (3.38), Lemmas 3.1, 3.2, and 3.4,

as well as the boundedness of the operators P≠ 0 and P_H in the space L^p_x, we deduce that ‖ ‖∇^N w^{(t)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{Lγt Lpx} ≲ μ^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ ‖ ‖g^2_{(k)} ‖ ‖_{Lγt} ∑ N_1+N_2+N_3=N ‖ ‖∇^{N1} ( a^2_{(k)} )‖ ‖_{Ct,x} ‖ ‖∇^{N2} ( φ^2_{(k1)} )‖ ‖_{CtLpx} ‖ ‖∇^N3 ( ψ^′_{(k)} )_2‖ ‖ L^p_x ≲ μ^{−1}τ^{1− 1γ} ∑ N_1+N_2+N_3=N ℓ^{−4N1−2}(λ r_⊥ r_‖ )^{N2} λ^{N3} (r_‖r_⊥)^{1p −1}

≲ ℓ^{−2}μ^{−1}λ^N (r_‖r_⊥)^{1p −1}τ^{1− 1γ} , and ‖ ‖∇_N w(o)_{q+1} ‖ ‖ L^γ_t L^p_x ≲ σ^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ ‖ h_{(k)} ‖ C_t ‖ ‖∇_{N+1} (a_{2(k)}) ‖ ‖ C_{t,x} ≲ ℓ^{−4N−5}σ^{−1} which yields (3.44) and (3.45).

It remains to prove the C^N_{t,x}-estimate (3.46) of perturbations. By Lemmas 3.1, 3.2, and

3.4,

‖ ‖w^{(p)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{CNt,x} ≲ ∑ k∈Λ ‖ ‖a_{(k)} ‖ ‖_{CNt,x} ∑ 0≤N_1+N_2≤N ‖ ‖g_{(k)} ‖ ‖_{CN1t} ‖ ‖W_{(k)} ‖ ‖_{CN2t,x}

≲ ∑ 0≤N_1+N_2≤N ∑ N_{21}+N_{22}=N_2

ℓ^{−4N−1}σ^{N1} τ^{N1+ 12} r^{− 12}_⊥ r^{− 12}_‖ λ^{N21} ( λr_⊥μ r_‖ )_{N22}

≲ λ^{3N+3}, (3.47)

where we also used (2.3) and (3.1) in the last step.

Similarly, we have ‖ ‖w^{(c)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{CNt,x} ≲ ∑ k∈Λ ‖ ‖a_{(k)} ‖ ‖_{CN+1t,x} ∑ 0≤N_1+N_2≤N ‖ ‖g_{(k)} ‖ ‖_{CN1t} (‖ ‖ ‖W^c_{(k)} ‖ ‖_{CN2t,x} + (λr⊥)^{−1} ‖ ‖Ψ_{(k)} ‖ ‖_{CN2t,x} )

≲ ∑ 0≤N_1+N_2≤N

ℓ^{−4N−4}σ^{N1} τ^{N1+ 12} r^{− 12}_⊥ r^{− 12}_‖ λ^{N21} ( λr_⊥μ r_‖ )_{N2} ( r_⊥ r_‖ + λ^{−1})

≲ λ^{3N+3}. (3.48)

Moreover, by Sobolev’s embedding W^{1,4} ( T^2 ) → L^∞ ( T^2 ) and the boudedness of opera-

tors P_H P_{≠0} in the space L^4_x,

‖ ‖w^{(t)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{CNt,x} ≲ μ^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ ‖ ‖a^2_{(k)}g^2_{(k)}φ^2_{(k1)}(ψ^′_{(k)})^2 ‖ ‖_{CNt W N+1,4x} ≲ μ^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ ∑ 0≤N_1+N_2≤N+1 ‖ ‖a_{2(k)} ‖ ‖ C^N_{t,x} ‖ ‖g_{2(k)}φ_{2(k1)}(ψ_{′(k)})_2 ‖ ‖ C^{N1}_t C^{N2}_x

≤ λ^{3N+2}, (3.49)

where we also used Lemmas 3.1, 3.2, and 3.4 in the last step. Finally, arguing as above we get ‖ ‖w(o)_{q+1} ‖ ‖ C^N_{t,x} ≲ σ^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ_u∪Λ_B ‖ ‖h_{(k)}∇ (a_{2(k)}) ‖ ‖ C^N_t W^{N+1,4} x ≲ σ^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ ‖ h_{(k)} ‖ C^N_t ‖ ‖∇ (a_{2(k)}) ‖ ‖ C^{N+1} t,x ≲ σ^{N−1}τ^N ℓ^{−4(N+2)−1} ≲ λ^{3N+1}, (3.50)

where the last two steps were due to (2.3) and (3.1). Combining (3.47)-(3.50) altogether and

using (3.1) we conclude that ‖ ‖w^{(p)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{CNt,x} + ‖ ‖w^{(c)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{CNt,x} + ‖ ‖w^{(t)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{CNt,x} + ‖ ‖w^{(o)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{CNt,x} ≤ λ^{3N+3}. (3.51) Consequently, the proof of Lemma 3.5 is finished.

3.4 Inductive Estimates For Velocity Perturbations.

In this section, we aim to verify the iterative estimates (2.5), and (2.8)-(2.10) pertaining

to the velocity perturbations. We invoke the L^p de-correlation Lemma 6.2, substituting f with a_{(k)} and g with g_{(k)}φ_{(k1)}ψ^′_{(k)} while setting σ = λ^{2ε}. Subsequently, we utilize (2.2)-(2.4)

alongside Lemmas 3.1, 3.2, and 3.4 to obtain: ‖ ‖w(p)_{q+1} ‖ ‖ L^2_{t,x} ≲ ∑ k∈Λ (‖ ‖a_{(k)} ‖ ‖_{L2t,x} ‖ ‖g_{(k)} ‖ ‖_{L2t} ‖ ‖φ_{(k1)}ψ_{′(k)} ‖ ‖ C_tL^2_x

+σ^{− 12} ‖ a_{(k)} ‖ C^1_{t,x} ‖ g_{(k)} ‖ L^2_t ‖ ‖φ_{(k1)}ψ^′_{(k)} ‖ ‖_{CtL2x} )

≲ δ^{12}_{q+1} + ℓ^{−4}λ^{−ε}_{q+1} ≲ δ^{12}_{q+1}. (3.52)

In light of (2.3), by employing (3.52) and invoking Lemma 3.5, we establish an upper

bound for the velocity perturbation, ‖w_{q+1}‖_L2_{t,x} ≲ ‖ ‖w^{(p)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{L2t,x} + ‖ ‖w^{(c)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{L2t,x} + ‖ ‖w^{(t)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{L2t,x} + ‖ ‖w^{(o)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{L2t,x} ≲ δ^{12}_{q+1} + ℓ^{−6}r_⊥r^{−1}_‖ + ℓ^{−2}μ^{−1}(r_⊥r_‖)^{− 12} τ^{12} + ℓ^{−5}σ^{−1} ≲ δ^{12}_{q+1}, (3.53) and ‖w_{q+1}‖_L1_{t L2x} ≲ ‖ ‖w^{(p)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{L1t L2x} + ‖ ‖w^{(c)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{L1t L2x} + ‖ ‖w^{(t)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{L1t L2x} + ‖ ‖w^{(o)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{L1t L2x} (3.54)

≲ ℓ^{−1}τ^{− 12} + ℓ^{−6} r_⊥ r_‖ τ^{− 12} + ℓ^{−2}μ^{−1}(r_⊥r_‖)^{− 12} + ℓ^{−5}σ^{−1} ≲ λ^{−ε}_{q+1}.

Next, we proceed to verify the iterative estimates for u_{q+1}, we apply (2.5), (3.41), (3.46)

to derive the following results:

‖u_{q+1}‖_C1_{t,x} ≤ ‖u_ℓ‖_C1_{t,x} + ‖w_{q+1}‖_C1_{t,x} ≲ λ^7_q + λ^6_{q+1} ≲ λ^7_{q+1}.

Furthermore, given the fact λ^{−13}_q ≪ δ^{1/2}_{q+2}, we employ (2.2), (2.3), (2.20) and (3.53) to

deduce that ‖u_q − u_{q+1}‖_L2_{t,x} ≤ ‖u_q − u_ℓ‖_L2_{t,x} + ‖u_ℓ − u_{q+1}‖_L2_{t,x} ≲ ‖u_q − u_ℓ‖_L∞_{t,x} + ‖w_{q+1}‖_L2_{t,x} ≲ λ^{−13}_q + δ^{12}_{q+1} ≤ δ^{12}_{q+1}, (3.55) and ‖u_q − u_{q+1}‖_L1_{t L2x} ≲ ‖u_q − u_ℓ‖_L∞_{t L2x} + ‖w_{q+1}‖_L1_{t L2x} ≲ λ^{−13}_q + λ^{−ε}_{q+1} ≤ δ^{12}_{q+2}, (3.56)

where we set a to be sufficiently large, ensuring the validity of the final inequalities in (3.56).

Then, for any α ∈ [1,^3_2 ), by (2.3), (3.1) and Lemma 3.5, ‖u_{q+1} − u_q‖_Lγ_{t L}p_x ≲ ‖u_ℓ − u_q‖_Lγ_{t L}p_x + ‖w_{q+1}‖_Lγ_{t L}p_x ≲ λ^{−13}_q + ℓ^{−1}(r_⊥r_‖)^{1p − 12} τ^{12 − 1γ} + ℓ^{−17}σ^{−1} ≲ λ^{−13}_q + λ^{2α−1−} 2 p −^{4α−4}_γ +ε ( 2+^{12}_p −^{16}_γ ) q+1 + λ^{−ε}_{q+1}. (3.57)

Incorporating the considerations from (2.4), we have 2α − 1 − 2 p − 4α − 4 γ + ε ( 2 + 12 p − 16 γ ) ≤ 2α − 1 − 2 p − 4α − 4 γ + 14ε < −6ε, (3.58)

which yields that ‖u_{q+1} − u_q‖_Lγ_{t L}p_x ≤ δ^{12}_{q+2}. (3.59)

Hence, the iteration estimates (2.5), and (2.8)-(2.10) are verified.

4 Reynolds Stress

The objective of this section is to establish the validity of the inductive estimates (2.6)- (2.7) for the new Reynolds stress R̊_{q+1} in the super-critical space (1.4) when α ∈ [1,^3_2 ).

The important role here is played by the inverse divergence operator R : C^∞ ( T^2, R^2 ) → C^∞ ( T^2, S^{2×2}_0 ) is defined as in [15], specifically

(Rv)_{ij} = −Δ^{−1}∂_kδ_{ij} v_k + Δ^{−1}∂_iδ_{jk}v_k + Δ^{−1}∂_j δ_{ik}v_k.

By a direct computation, one can also show that div(Rv) = v, where v is a mean-free smooth function satisfying � T^2 vdx = 0. The antidivergence operator R is bounded on L p ( T^2 ) for any 1 < p < ∞ (see also [32]).

4.1 Decomposition Of Reynolds Stress.

From (2.1) and (3.41), we deduce that the new Reynolds stress R̊_{q+1} is given as follows:

divR̊_{q+1} − ∇(P_{q+1} − P_ℓ) = ∂_t ( w^{(p)}_{q+1} + w^{(c)}_{q+1} ) + (−Δ)^αw_{q+1} + div (u_ℓ ⊗ w_{q+1} + w_{q+1} ⊗ u_ℓ) div R̊_{{lin}}+∇P_{{lin}} + div ( w^{(p)}_{q+1} ⊗ w^{(p)}_{q+1} + R̊^∗_ℓ ) + ∂_tw^{(t)}_{q+1} + ∂_tw^{(o)}_{q+1} div R̊_{{osc}}+∇P_{{osc}} (4.1)

+ div (( w^{(c)}_{q+1} + w^{(t)}_{q+1} + w^{(o)}_{q+1} ) ⊗ w_{q+1} + w^{(p)}_{q+1} ⊗ ( w^{(c)}_{q+1} + w^{(t)}_{q+1} + w^{(o)}_{q+1} ))

div R̊_{{cor}}+∇P_{{cor}}

+ div ( u_ℓ˚⊗u_ℓ − ( u_q˚⊗u_q ) ∗_x Φ_ℓ ∗_t ~Φ_ℓ )

div R̊_{{com}} .

By employing the inverse divergence operator designated as R, the definition of Reynolds

stress at the level q + 1 becomes:

R̊_{q+1} := R̊_{{lin}} + R̊_{{osc}} + R̊_{{cor}} + R̊_{{com}}, (4.2)

where the linear error R̊_{{lin}} := R ( ∂_t ( w^{(p)}_{q+1} + w^{(c)}_{q+1} )) + R(−Δ)^αw_{q+1} + RP_H div ( u_ℓ˚⊗w_{q+1} + w_{q+1}˚⊗u_ℓ ) , (4.3)

the oscillation error R̊_{{osc}} := ∑ k∈Λ RP_H P_{≠0} ( g^2_{(k)}P_{≠0} (W_k ⊗ W_k) ∇ ( a^2_{(k)} ))

− μ^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ RP_H P_{≠0} ( ∂_t ( a^2_{(k)}g_{(k)} ) φ^2_{(k1)}(ψ^′_{(k)})^2k_1 )

− σ^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ RP_H P_{≠0} ( h_{(k)} � T^2

W_k ⊗ W_kdx∂_t∇ ( a^2_{(k)} )) , (4.4)

the corrector error

R̊_{{cor}} := RP_H div ( w^{(p)}_{q+1}˚⊗ ( w^{(c)}_{q+1} + w^{(t)}_{q+1} + w^{(o)}_{q+1} ) + ( w^{(c)}_{q+1} + w^{(t)}_{q+1} + w^{(o)}_{q+1} ) ˚⊗w_{q+1} ) . (4.5)

and the commutator error

R̊_{{com}} := RP_H div ( u_ℓ˚⊗u_ℓ − ( u_q˚⊗u_q ) ∗_x Φ_ℓ ∗_t ~Φ_ℓ ) . Furthermore, it is worthy noting that, as exemplified in references [6, 27], we have the

following mathematical expression:

R̊_{q+1} = RP_H div R̊_{q+1}. (4.6)

4.2 C^1_{t,x}-Estimate Of Reynolds Stress.

Concerning the Reynolds stress estimates (2.7) in C^1_{t,x}-norm. By the identity (4.6),

Sobolev’s embedding W^{1,4}_x → L^∞_x , ‖ ‖R̊_{q+1} ‖ ‖ C_tC^1_x ≲ ‖ ‖RP_H (div R̊_{q+1}) ‖ ‖ C_tW^{2,4}_x

≲ ‖∂_tu_{q+1} + (−Δ)^αu_{q+1} + div (u_{q+1} ⊗ u_{q+1})‖_{CtW} 1,4_x .

Then, using the interpolation inequality (see [1]), and (3.47), we get ‖ ‖R̊q+1 ‖ ‖_{CtC1x} ≲ ‖uq+1‖_C2_{t,x} + ‖uq+1‖^{4−2α5}_{CtL4x} ‖uq+1‖^{2α+15}_{CtW 5,4x}

+ ∑ 0≤N_1+N_2≤2 ‖u_{q+1}‖_CN_{1t,x} ‖u_{q+1}‖_CN_{2t,x} ≲λ^{16}_{q+1}. (4.7)

Similarly, ‖ ‖∂tR̊q+1 ‖ ‖_{Ct,x} ≲ ‖ ‖∂^2_t u_{q+1} + ∂_t(−Δ)^αu_{q+1} + div ∂_t (u_{q+1} ⊗ u_{q+1}) ‖ ‖_{CtL4x} ≲ ‖u_{q+1}‖_C2_{t,x} + ‖u_{q+1}‖_C4_{t,x} + ‖u_{q+1} ⊗ u_{q+1}‖_C2_{t,x}

≲ λ^{16}_{q+1}. (4.8)

Hence, the verification of the C^1_{t,x}-estimate (2.7) for R̊_{q+1} have been established.

4.3 L^1_{t,x}-Decay Of Reynolds Stress.

In the following section, we focus on verifying L^1_{t,x}-decay (2.6) of the Reynolds stress R̊_{q+1}.

As Calderón-Zygmund operators are bounded in the space L^ϱ_x, where 1 < ϱ < 2, we give a

specific choice:

ϱ :=

2 − 12ε 2 − 13ε

∈ (1, 2), (4.9)

where ε is defined in (2.4). Note that,

(2 − 12ε) ( 1 − 1 ϱ ) = ε (4.10) and (r_⊥r_‖)^{1ϱ −1} = λ^ε, (r_⊥r_‖)^{1ϱ − 12} = λ^{−1+7ε}. (4.11)

(i) Linear Error. For the acceleration part of the linear error, taking time derivative of

(3.34) and using identity (3.9), we obtain ∂_t ( w^{(p)}_{q+1} + w^{(c)}_{q+1} ) = (λr_⊥N_Λ)^{−1} ∑ k ∇^⊥ [ ∂_t ( a_{(k)}g_{(k)} ) Ψ_k ] + (λr_⊥N_Λ)^{−1} ∑ k ∇^⊥ [ a_{(k)}g_{(k)}∂_tΨ_k ]

= (λr_⊥N_Λ)^{−1} ∑ k ∇^⊥ [ ∂_t ( a_{(k)}g_{(k)} ) Ψ_k ] + (λr_⊥N_Λ)^{−1}μN_Λ ∑ k ∇^⊥ [ a_{(k)}g_{(k)} (k_1 · ∇) Ψ_k ] .

Note that R∇^⊥ is a Calderón-Zygmund operator on T^2, we can employ Lemmas 3.1, 3.2, and

3.4 to estimate the first term:

(λr_⊥N_Λ)^{−1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ k R∇^⊥ [ ∂_t ( a_{(k)}g_{(k)} ) Ψ_k ] ‖ ‖ ‖_{L1t Lϱx} ≲ (λr_⊥)^{−1} ∑ k ‖ ‖a_{(k)} ‖ ‖_{C1x,t} ‖ ‖g_{(k)} ‖ ‖_{W 1,1} ‖Ψ_k‖_{L∞t Lϱx} ≲ ℓ^{−4}(λr_⊥)^{−1}στ^{12} r_⊥(r_⊥r_‖)^{1ϱ − 12} .

As for the second term, we first estimate the derivative of Ψ_k in the direction k_1 as ‖(k_1 · ∇) Ψ_k‖_L∞_{t L}ϱ_x ≲ λr_⊥ r_⊥ r_‖ (r_⊥r_‖)^{1ϱ − 12} .

where the order of derivative is λ^{r⊥}_{r‖} (rather than λ for the full gradient), together with

Lemmas 3.3, 3.5 imply that

(λr_⊥N_Λ)^{−1}μN_Λ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ k R∇^⊥ [ a_{(k)}g_{(k)} (k_1 · ∇) Ψ_k ] ‖ ‖ ‖_{L1t Lϱx} ≲ (λr_⊥)^{−1}μ ∑ k ‖ ‖a_{(k)} ‖ ‖_{L∞x,t} ‖ ‖g_{(k)} ‖ ‖_{L1} ‖(k_1 · ∇) Ψ_k‖_{L∞t Lϱx} ≲ ℓ^{−1} r_⊥ r_‖ μ(r_⊥r_‖)^{1ϱ − 12} τ^{12} .

Due to (2.4) and (3.1), combining both terms we obtain ‖ ‖R∂t ( w^{(p)}_{q+1} + w^{(c)}_{q+1} )‖ ‖_{L1t Lϱx} ≲ ℓ^{−4} ( τ^{12} σλ^{−1}(r_⊥r_‖)^{1ϱ − 12} + r_⊥ r_‖ μ(r_⊥r_‖)^{1ϱ − 12} τ^{− 12} )

≲ ℓ^{−4}λ^{−5ε}. (4.12)

Considering the viscosity term (−Δ)^αw_{q+1} and using (3.40), we have

‖R(−Δ)^αw_{q+1}‖_L1_{t L}ϱ_x ≲ ‖ ‖R(−Δ)^αw^{(p)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{L1t Lϱx} + ‖ ‖R(−Δ)^αw^{(c)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{L1t Lϱx} + ‖ ‖R(−Δ)_αw(t)_{q+1} ‖ ‖ L^1_t L^ϱ_x + ‖ ‖R(−Δ)_αw(o)_{q+1} ‖ ‖ L^1_t L^ϱ_x

. (4.13)

To estimate the right-hand side mentioned above, we employ the interpolation inequality,

Lemma 3.5, along with the condition that 3 − 2α ≥ 20ε to deduce ‖ ‖R(−Δ)^αw^{(p)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{L1t Lϱx} ≲ ‖ ‖|∇|^{2α−1}w^{(p)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{L1t Lϱx} ≲ ‖ ‖w(p)_{q+1} ‖ ‖^{4−2α}3 L^1_t L^ϱ_x ‖ ‖w(p)_{q+1} ‖ ‖^{2α−1}3 L^1_t W^{3,ϱ}_x

≲ ℓ^{−1}λ^{2α−1}(r_⊥r_‖)^{1ϱ − 12} τ^{− 12} ≲ ℓ^{−1}λ^{−ε}, (4.14) and ‖ ‖R(−Δ)_αw(c)_{q+1} ‖ ‖ L^1_t L^ϱ_x

≲ ℓ^{−6}λ^{2α−1}(r_⊥r_‖)^{1ϱ − 12} r_⊥ r_‖ τ^{− 12} ≲ ℓ^{−6}λ^{−9ε}, (4.15) ‖ ‖R(−Δ)^αw^{(t)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{L1t Lϱx} ≲ ℓ^{−2}λ^{2α−1}μ^{−1}(r⊥r_‖)^{1ϱ −1} ≲ ℓ^{−2}λ^{−2ε}, (4.16) ‖ ‖R(−Δ)_αw(o)_{q+1} ‖ ‖ L^1_t L^ϱ_x

≲ ℓ^{−13}σ^{−1} ≲ ℓ^{−13}λ^{−2ε}. (4.17)

Therefore, combining (4.14)-(4.17) with the observation that ℓ^{−13} ≪ λ^ε, we derive that

‖R(−Δ)^αw_{q+1}‖_L1_{t L}ϱ_x ≲ ℓ^{−1}λ^{−ε}. (4.18)

The nonlinear part of (4.3) remains unestimated. By (2.5) and Lemma 3.5,

‖RP_H div (w_{q+1} ⊗ u_ℓ + u_ℓ ⊗ w_{q+1})‖_L1_{t L}ϱ_x

≲ ‖w_{q+1} ⊗ u_ℓ + u_ℓ ⊗ w_{q+1}‖_L1_{t L}ϱ_x ≲ ‖u_ℓ‖_C1_{t,x} ‖w_{q+1}‖_L1_{t L}ϱ_x ≲λ^7_q ( ℓ^{−1}(r_⊥r_‖)^{1ϱ − 12} τ^{− 12} + ℓ^{−2}μ^{−1}(r_⊥r_‖)^{1ϱ −1} + ℓ^{−5}σ^{−1} ) ≲ ℓ^{−6}λ^{−2ε}. (4.19)

Based on the analysis presented in (4.12), (4.18), and (4.19), we arrive at ‖ ‖R̊_{{lin}} ‖ ‖_{L1t Lϱx} ≲ ℓ^{−4}λ^{−5ε} + ℓ^{−1}λ^{−ε} + ℓ^{−6}λ^{−2ε} ≲ ℓ^{−6}λ^{−ε}. (4.20)

(ii) Oscillation Error. Now we are prepared to estimate the oscillation error, we decompose

it into three components as: R̊_{{osc}} = R̊_{{osc.1}} + R̊_{{osc.2}} + R̊_{{osc.3}}, where the low-high spatial oscillation error R̊_{{osc.1}} := ∑ k∈Λ RP_H P_{≠0} ( g^2_{(k)}P_{≠0} (W_k ⊗ W_k) ∇ ( a^2_{(k)} )) , the high temporal oscillation error R̊_{{osc.2}} := −μ^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ RP_H P_{≠0} ( ∂_t ( a^2_{(k)}g_{(k)} ) φ^2_{(k1)}(ψ^′_{(k)})^2k_1 ) , and the low frequency error R̊_{{osc.3}} := −σ^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ RP_H P_{≠0} ( h_{(k)} � T^2

W_k ⊗ W_kdx∂_t∇ ( a^2_{(k)} )) .

In terms of the low-high spatial oscillation error R̊_{osc.1} , note that the velocity flows exhibit

high oscillations

P_{≠0} (W_k ⊗ W_k) = P_{≥(λr⊥/2)} (W_k ⊗ W_k) ,

we employ Lemmas 3.1 and 3.4, and use Lemma 6.3 specifically with the substitutions a = ∇ ( a^2_{(k)} ) and f = φ^2_{(k1)}(ψ^′_{(k)})^2 to derive ‖ ‖R̊_{{osc.1}} ‖ ‖ L^1_t L^ϱ_x ≲ ∑ k∈Λ ‖ ‖g_{(k)} ‖ ‖^2_{L2t} ‖ ‖|∇|_{−1}P_{≠0} (P_{≥(λr⊥/2)} (W_k ⊗ W_k) ∇ (a_{2(k)})) ‖ ‖ C_tL^ϱ_x ≲ ∑ k∈Λ ‖ ‖|∇|_3 (a_{2(k)}) ‖ ‖ C_{t,x} (λr_⊥)^{−1} ‖ ‖φ_{(k1)} ‖ ‖^2_{CtL2ϱx} ‖ ‖ψ_{′(k)} ‖ ‖^2 C_tL^{2ϱ}_x ≲ ℓ^{−13}λ^{−1}r 1 ϱ −2 ⊥ r 1 ϱ −1 ‖ . (4.21)

Furthermore, we utilize Lemmas 3.2, 3.1, 3.4 and introduce the large temporal oscillation

parameter μ to balance the high temporal oscillation error R̊_{{osc.2}}: ‖ ‖R̊_{{osc.2}} ‖ ‖_{L1t Lϱx} ≲ μ^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ ‖ ‖RPH P≠0 ( ∂_t ( a^2_{(k)}g^2_{(k)} ) φ^2_{(k1)}(ψ^′_{(k)})^2k_1 )‖ ‖_{L1t Lϱx} ≲ μ^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ (‖ ‖∂_t (a_{2(k)}) ‖ ‖ C_{t,x} ‖ ‖g_{2(k)} ‖ ‖ L^1_t + ‖ a_{(k)} ‖_2 C_{t,x} ‖ ‖∂_t(g_{2(k)}) ‖ ‖ L^1_t )

‖ ‖φ_{(k1)} ‖ ‖^2_{CtL2ϱx} ‖ ‖ψ_{′(k)} ‖ ‖^2 L^{2ϱ}_x ≲ ( ℓ^{−5} + ℓ^{−2}στ ) μ^{−1}(r_⊥r_‖)^{1ϱ −1}

≲ ℓ^{−2}στμ^{−1}(r_⊥r_‖)^{1ϱ −1}. (4.22)

The estimates of the low-frequency error R̊_{{osc.3}} can be estimated through the utilization

of (3.18) and Lemma 3.4: ‖ ‖R̊_{{osc.3}} ‖ ‖_{L1t Lϱx} ≲ σ^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ ‖ ‖h_{(k)}∂t∇ ( a^2_{(k)} )‖ ‖_{L1t Lϱx} ≲ σ^{−1} ∑ k∈Λ ‖ h_{(k)} ‖ C_t (‖ ‖a_{(k)}‖_{Ct,x} ‖a_{(k)}‖_{C2t,x} + ‖a_{(k)}‖^2_{C1t,x} )

≲ ℓ^{−8}σ^{−1}. (4.23)

Therefore, combining (4.21)- (4.23) and utilizing expressions (3.1), (4.11), along with the

constraint 0 < ε < (3 − 2α)/20, we arrive at ‖ ‖ ‖R̊_{{osc}} ‖ ‖ ‖_{L1t Lϱx} ≲ ℓ^{−13}λ^{−1}r 1 ϱ −3 ⊥ r 1 ϱ −1 ‖ + ℓ^{−2}στμ^{−1}(r_⊥r_‖)^{1ϱ −1} + ℓ^{−8}σ^{−1}

≲ ℓ^{−13}λ^{−ε} + ℓ^{−2}λ^{2α−3+15ε} + ℓ^{−8}λ^{−2ε}

≲ ℓ^{−13}λ^{−ε}. (4.24)

(iii) Corrector Error. Drawing inspiration from [27], we introduce p_1, p_2 ∈ (1, ∞) satisfying

the conditions 1 p_1 = 1 − ~η, 1 p_1 = 1 p_2 + 1 2 , with ~η ≤ ε/(2 − 12ε). by Hölder inequality alongside Lemmas 3.5, (3.53), we deduce ‖ ‖R̊_{{cor}} ‖ ‖_{L1t Lp1x} ≲ ‖ ‖w^{(p)}_{q+1} ⊗ ( w^{(c)}_{q+1} + w^{(t)}_{q+1} + w^{(o)}_{q+1} ) − ( w^{(c)}_{q+1} + w^{(t)}_{q+1} + w^{(o)}_{q+1} ) ⊗ w_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{L1t Lp1x} ≲ ‖ ‖w^{(c)}_{q+1} + w^{(t)}_{q+1} + w^{(o)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{L2t Lp2x} (‖ ‖ ‖w^{(p)}_{q+1} ‖ ‖_{L2t,x} + ‖wq+1‖_L2_{t,x} )

≲ δ^{12}_{q+1} ( ℓ^{−6}(r_⊥r_‖)^{1p}2^{− 12} r_⊥ r_‖ + ℓ^{−2}μ^{−1}(r_⊥r_‖)^{1p}2^{−1}τ^{12} + ℓ^{−7}σ^{−1} )

≲ ℓ^{−7}δ^{12}_{q+1} ( λ^{−8ε−2~η−12~ηε} + λ^{2~η−2ε−12~ηε} + λ^{−2ε} ) ≲ ℓ^{−5}λ^{−ε} (4.25) where the last step is derived from the inequality 2~η − 2ε − 12~ηε ≤ −ε.

Therefore, combining the estimates (4.20), (4.24), and (4.25), along with the observation that ℓ^{−13} ≪ λ^ε2 , we arrive at ‖ ‖R̊_{q+1} ‖ ‖ L^1_{t,x} ≤ ‖ ‖R̊_{{lin}} ‖ ‖ L^1_t L^ϱ_x + ‖ ‖R̊_{{osc}} ‖ ‖ L^1_t L^ϱ_x + ‖ ‖R̊_{{cor}} ‖ ‖ L^1_t L^{p1}_x + ‖ ‖R̊_{{com}} ‖ ‖ L^1_t L^ϱ_x

≲ ℓ^{−6}λ^{−ε} + ℓ^{−13}λ^{−ε} + ℓ^{−5}λ^{−ε} + ℓλ^{14}_q

≤ δ_{q+2}. (4.26)

Hence, the L^1_{t,x}-estimate (2.6) of new Reynolds stress is verified.

In conclusion, the iterative estimates (2.5)-(2.10) have been verified in the previous sections, we only need to prove the remaining temporal inductive inclusion (2.11). By definitions,

supp_t w_{q+1} ⊆ ⋃ k∈Λ supp_t a_{(k)} ⊆ N_{2ℓ} ( supp_t R̊_q ) , which yield that

supp_t u_{q+1} ⊆ supp_t u_ℓ ∪ supp_t w_{q+1} ⊆ N_{2ℓ} ( supp_t u_q ∪ supp_t R̊_q )

Moreover, by (4.2),

supp_t R̊_{q+1} ⊆ ⋃ k∈Λ supp_t a_{(k)} ∪ supp_t u_ℓ,

In view of (2.12), we arrive at

supp_t R̊_{q+1} ⊆ N_{2ℓ} ( supp_t u_q ∪ supp_t R̊_q ) . Since 2ℓ ≪ δ^{12}_{q+2} due to (2.3), the inductive inclusion (2.11) is verified. Therefore, the proof of Lemma 2.1 is complete.

5 Proof Of Main Theorem

Based on the establishment of the iteration framework in Lemma 2.1, we begin to proof our main theorem:

Proof Of Theorem 1.2. Taking u_0 = ũ and set

R̊_0 := R (∂_tu_0 + (−Δ)^αu_0) + u_0˚⊗u_0, (5.1)

P_0 := − 1 2 |u_0|^2 , (5.2)

then the pair ( u_0,R̊_0 ) constitutes one solution of the initial step to the equations (2.1). We introduce the notation δ_1 = ‖R̊_0‖_L1_{t,x} and select the parameter a to be sufficiently large, ensuring that the conditions (2.5)-(2.6) hold true at the base level q = 0. Subsequently, by Lemma 2.1, we can construct a sequence of solutions (u_q,R̊_q)_q to (2.1) that satisfy the inductive estimates (2.5)-(2.11) for all q ≥ 0.

By using the interpolation, (2.2), (2.5) and (2.8), we infer that for any β^′ ∈ ( 0,^β_{7+β} ) , ∑ q≥0 ‖u_{q+1} − u_q‖_Hβ′_{t,x} ≤ ∑ q≥0 ‖u_{q+1} − u_q‖^{1−β′}_{L2t,x} ‖u_{q+1} − u_q‖^{β′}_{H1t,x}

≲ ∑ q≥0 δ^{1−β} ′ 2 q+1 λ^{7β′}_{q+1}

≲ δ^{1−β} ′ 2 1 λ^{7β′}_1 + ∑ q≥1 λ^{−β(1−β′)+7β′} q+1 < ∞. (5.3)

By virtue of (3.59), we have ∑ q≥0 ‖u_{q+1} − u_q‖_Lγ_{t L}p_x < ∞. (5.4)

Therefore, {u_q}_{q≥0} is established as a Cauchy sequence within the super-critical space H^{β′}_{t,x} ∩ L^γ_t L^p_x, and there exists u such that lim_{q→∞} (u_q) = u in H^{β′}_{t,x} ∩ L^γ_t L^p_x. Additionally, considering the fact that lim_{q→∞} R̊_q = 0 in L^1_{t,x}, we conclude that u ∈ H^{β′}_{t,x} ∩ L^γ_t L^p_x is a weak solution to (1.1). This verifies the assertions (i) and (ii).

Concerning the ε_∗-neighborhood of temporal supports, combining the temporal inductive inclusion (2.11) and taking into account ∑ q≥0 δ^{1/2}_{q+2} ≤ ε_∗ for a large enough, then the temporal support statement (iii) is verified. Finally, for the ε_∗-close between the solution u and the given vector field ũ in L^1_t L^2_x ∩ L^γ_t W^{s,p}_x , by (2.9) and (2.10), (iv) is easy to be obtained.

Therefore, the proof of Theorem 1.2 is complete.

6 Appendix

In this section, we shall exhibit some preliminary results that have been previously utilized in the preceding sections.

Lemma 6.1 ([10], Geometric Lemma 3.1). There exists a set Λ ⊂ S∩ Q^2 consisting vectors k, and positive smooth functions γ_{(k)} : B_{CR} (Id) → R, such that for R ∈ B_{CR} (Id), it holds that R = ∑ k∈Λ γ^2_{(k)}(R)k_1 ⊗ k_1, (6.1)

where (k, k_1) is an orthonormal basis and B_{CR} (Id) represents the ball with a radius of C_R > 0 centered on the identity matrix in the 2 × 2 symmetric matrix space.

As stated in the previous work [2], there exists N_Λ ∈ N that fulfills

{N_Λk, N_Λk_1} ⊆ N_ΛS ∩ Z^2. (6.2)

We introduce the notation M_∗ to denote a geometric constant that satisfies the following inequality: ∑ k∈Λ ‖ γ_{(k)} ‖ C^4(B_{CR} (Id)) ≤ M∗. (6.3)

Subsequently, we revisit the L^p decorrelation lemma, introduced by Lemma 2.4 in [8] (see also [7], Lemma 3.7). This lemma serves as a crucial component in obtaining the L^2_{t,x} estimates for the perturbations.

Lemma 6.2 ([8], Lemma 2.4). For any p ∈ [1, ∞], there exist σ ∈ N and smooth functions f, g : T^d → R such that, | |‖fg(σ·)‖_Lp (_Td) − ‖f‖_Lp(_Td)‖g‖_Lp (_Td) | | ≲ σ^{− 1p} ‖f‖_C1(_Td)‖g‖_Lp (_Td). (6.4) The following stationary phase lemma, as a primary tool, plays a pivotal role in addressing the errors associated with Reynolds stress.

Lemma 6.3 ([30], Lemma 7.4). For any given 1 < p < ∞, λ ∈ Z_+, a ∈ C^2 ( T^2, R ) and f ∈ L^p ( T^2, R^2 ) , one has ‖ |∇|^{−1}P_{≠0} (aP_{≥λ}f) ‖ L^p(T^2) ≲ λ −1 ‖ ∇^2a ‖ L^∞(T^2) ‖f‖L^p(T^2).

Acknowledgment.

Zhong Tan thanks the support by the NSFC (12071391, 12231016) and the Guangdong Basic and Applied Basic Research Foundation (2022A1515010860). Xinliang Li thanks the support by the China Postdoctoral Science Foundation (2023M742401).

References

[1] H. Brezis and P. Mironescu. Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities and non-inequalities: the full story.

Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire, 35(5):1355-1376, 2018.

[2] T. Buckmaster, M. Colombo, and V. Vicol. Wild solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations whose singular sets in time have Hausdorff dimension strictly less than 1. J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS), 24(9):3333-3378, 2022.

[3] T. Buckmaster, C. De Lellis, P. Isett, and L. Székelyhidi, Jr.. Anomalous dissipation for 1/5- Hölder Euler flows. Ann. of Math. (2), 182(1):127-172, 2015.

[4] T. Buckmaster, C. De Lellis, and L. Székelyhidi, Jr.. Dissipative Euler flows with Onsager-critical spatial regularity. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 69(9):1613-1670, 2016.

[5] T. Buckmaster, C. De Lellis, L. Székelyhidi Jr., and V. Vicol. Onsager’s conjecture for admissible weak solutions. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 72, no. 2, 229-274, 2019.

[6] T. Buckmaster and V. Vicol. Convex integration and phenomenologies in turbulence. EMS Surv.

Math. Sci., 6(1-2):173-263, 2019.

[7] T. Buckmaster and V. Vicol. Nonuniqueness of weak solutions to the Navier-Stokes equation.

Ann. of Math. (2), 189(1):101-144, 2019.

[8] A. Cheskidov and X. Luo. Nonuniqueness of weak solutions for the transport equation at critical space regularity. Ann. PDE, 7(1):Paper No. 2, 45, 2021.

[9] A. Cheskidov and X. Luo. Sharp uniqueness for the Navier-Stokes equations. Invent. Math., 229(3), 987-1054, 2022.

[10] A. Cheskidov and X. Luo. L^2-critical nonuniqueness for the 2D Navier-Stokes equations. Ann.

PDE, 9(2), Paper No. 13, 2023.

[11] A. Cheskidov and X. Luo. Extreme temporal intermittency in the linear Sobolev transport: almost smooth nonunique solutions. arXiv:2204.0895, 2022.

[12] M. Colombo, C. De Lellis, and L. De Rosa. Ill-posedness of Leray solutions for the hypodissipative Navier-Stokes equations. Comm. Math. Phys., 362(2):659-688, 2018.

[13] M. Dai. Nonunique weak solutions in Leray-Hopf class for the three-dimensional Hall-MHD system. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 53(5):5979-6016, 2021.

[14] C. De Lellis and L. Székelyhidi, Jr.. The Euler equations as a differential inclusion. Ann. of Math. (2), 170(3):1417-1436, 2009.

[15] C. De Lellis and L. Székelyhidi, Jr. Dissipative continuous Euler flows. Invent. Math., 193(2):377- 407,2013.

[16] C. De Lellis and L. Székelyhidi, Jr.. Dissipative Euler flows and Onsager’s conjecture. J. Eur.

Math. Soc. (JEMS), 16(7):1467-1505, 2014.

[17] L. De Rosa. Infinitely many Leray-Hopf solutions for the fractional Navier-Stokes equations.

Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 44(4):335-365, 2019.

[18] L. Du and X. Li. Sharp non-uniqueness for the 2D hyper-dissipative Navier-Stokes equations.

Preprint, 2024.

[19] E.B. Fabes, B.F. Jones, and N.M. Rivière. The initial value problem for the Navier-Stokes equations with data in L^p. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 45:222-240, 1972.

[20] G. Furioli, P.G. Lemarié-Rieusset, and E. Terraneo. Unicité dans L^3 ( R^3 ) et d’autres espaces fonctionnels limites pour Navier-Stokes. Rev. Mat. Iberoam., 16(3):605-667, 2000.

[21] P. Isett. A proof of Onsager’s conjecture. Ann. of Math. (2), 188(3):871-963, 2018.

[22] O. A. Ladyženskaja. Uniqueness and smoothness of generalized solutions of Navier-Stokes equations. Zap. Naučn. Sem. Leningrad. Otdel. Mat. Inst. Steklov. (LOMI), 5:169-185, 1967.

[23] J.-L Lions. Quelques Méthods de Résolution des Problémes aux Limites Nonlinéaires. Dunod, Paris, 1969.

[24] P.-L. Lions and N. Masmoudi. Uniqueness of mild solutions of the Navier-Stokes system in L^N .

Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 26(11-12):2211-2226, 2001.

[25] Y. Li, P. Qu, Z. Zeng, and D. Zhang. Sharp non-uniqueness for the 3D hyperdissipative Navier- Stokes equations: above the Lions exponent. arXiv:2205.10260, 2022.

[26] Y. Li, P. Qu, Z. Zeng, and D. Zhang. Non-uniqueness for the hypo-viscous compressible Navier- Stokes equations. arXiv:2212.05844, 2022.

[27] Y. Li, Z. Zeng, and D. Zhang. Non-uniqueness of weak solutions to 3D magnetohydrodynamic equations. J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 165, 232-285, 2022.

[28] Y. Li, Z. Zeng, and D. Zhang. Sharp non-uniqueness of weak solutions to 3D magnetohydrodynamic equations. arXiv:2208.00624, 2022.

[29] X. Luo. Stationary solutions and nonuniqueness of weak solutions for the Navier-Stokes equations in high dimensions. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 233(2):701-747, 2019.

[30] T. Luo and P. Qu. Non-uniqueness of weak solutions to 2D hypoviscous Navier-Stokes equations.

J. Differential Equations,269(4):2896-2919, 2020.

[31] T. Luo and E. S. Titi. Non-uniqueness of weak solutions to hyperviscous Navier-Stokes equations:

on sharpness of J.-L. Lions exponent. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 59(3):Paper No. 92, 15, 2020.

[32] S. Modena and L. Székelyhidi, Jr.. Non-uniqueness for the transport equation with Sobolev vector fields. Ann. PDE, 4(2):Art. 18, 38, 2018.

[33] H. Schmeisser and H. Triebel. Topics in Fourier analysis and function spaces. A Wiley- Interscience Publication. John Wiley & Sons, Ltd., Chichester, 300 pp, 1987.

[34] J. Serrin. On the interior regularity of weak solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations. Arch.

Rational Mech. Anal., 9:187-195, 1962.

[35] G. Prodi. Un teorema di unicità per le equazioni di navier-stokes. Ann. Mat. Pura ed Appl., 48(1):173-182, 1959.

[36] S. Tourville. Existence and uniqueness of solutions for a modified Navier-Stokes equation in R^2 .

Comm. Partial Differential Equations 23, no. 1-2, 97-121, 1998.

[37] S. Tourville. Existence and uniqueness of solutions for the Navier-Stokes equations with hyperdissipation. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 281, no. 1, 62-75, 2003.

[38] J. Wu. Generalized MHD equations. J. Differ. Eq. 195, 284-312, 2003.

College of Mathematical Sciences , Shenzhen University, Shenzhen 518061, P. R. China; College of Physics and Optoelectronic Engineering, Shenzhen University, Shenzhen 518061, P. R. China. Email address, Xinliang Li: lixinliangmaths@163.com

College of Mathematical Sciences, Xiamen University, Xiamen 361005, P. R. China; Shenzhen Research Institute of Xiamen University, Shenzhen 518057, P. R. China. Email address, Zhong Tan: tan85@xmu.edu.cn