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Abstract. In the companion paper [CFMV25], a general synchronization framework

was developed in the paradigmatic context of the 2D Navier-Stokes equations that al-
lows one to precisely study the relation between the determining modes property of the

corresponding dynamical system and the ability of certain continuous data assimilation

algorithms to reconstruct unobserved state variables from sufficiently many observed
state variables in this system, i.e., the reconstruction property. In this framework, the

determining modes property and the reconstruction property can be viewed in a unified

way as the ability of certain couplings of the Navier-Stokes equations to self-synchronize;
due to the bi-directionality of coupling, the coupled system is referred to as an intertwine-

ment. A central achievement of this framework is to deduce a conceptual equivalence

between the determining modes property and the reconstruction property of continuous
data assimilation algorithms. In this paper, we prove that there are at least two non-

trivial classes of intertwinements to which this framework applies. Moreover, these in-
tertwinements encompass the continuous data assimilation algorithms studied in [OT03]

and [AOT14] as special cases. Specifically, we show that there exist two types of inter-

twinements that are globally well-posed and we identify conditions under which these
intertwinements self-synchronize. We emphasize that the intertwinements studied here

can be induced by nonlinear perturbations of the underlying system, which are subse-

quently coupled bi-directionally to form the intertwinement. Thus, establishing global
well-posedness and suitable global-in-time uniform bounds, which are crucial to proving

the claimed synchronization phenomenon, requires careful consideration.
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1. Introduction

In [FP67], C. Foias and G. Prodi introduced the notion of determining modes in the
context of the two-dimensional (2D), externally driven Navier-Stokes Equations (NSE) for
incompressible fluids and showed that the process associated to the NSE satisfies this prop-
erty. This property effectively asserts the finite-dimensionality of the long-time dynamics of
solutions to the 2D NSE. Since this seminal result, this property has been located at heart of
several applications such as the problem of unique ergodicity of stochastically forced systems
[EMS01, KS12, Deb13], downscaling in dissipative systems [FT91, OT03, AOT14, KKZ23],
the existence of determining forms [FJKT12, FJKT14, JST15, JST17, FJLT17, JMST18],
and most recently in continuous data assimilation for the purpose of state and parameter re-
construction [OT03, BLSZ13, AOT14, HOT11, FJT15, ANLT16, FMT16, JMT17, ATG+17,
FJJT18, CHL20, CHL+22, PWM22, Mar22, BH23, Mar24, FLMW24, AB24]. To begin, let
us recall its definition. Note that throughout this manuscript, we will work over the doubly-
periodic domain Ω = [0, 2π]2 and in a space of mean-free vector fields, although many of
our considerations will apply over bounded domains with Dirichlet boundary conditions as
well.

Given a divergence-free, possibly time-dependent, vector field, f , representing the external
force, we let S(t, s; f) denotes the associated two-parameter process of the Navier-Stokes sys-
tem driven by f , i.e., u(t;u0, f(s)) = S(t, s; f)u0, where S(t, t) = Id and S(t, r; f)S(r, s; f) =
S(t, s; f), for all s ≤ r ≤ t, such that u satisfies

du

dt
+ νAu+B(u, u) = f(s+ ·), u(s;u0, f(s)) = u0, (1.1)

where A = −P∆ denotes the Stokes operator, P the Leray-Helmholtz projection onto
divergence-free vector fields, B(u, v) = P(u· ∇v), and ν > 0 denotes the kinematic viscosity.
Note that when s = 0, we may simply write u(t, 0;u0, f(0)) as u(t;u0, f), and S(t, 0; f)
as S(t; f). We will adopt this convention throughout the paper. Then one says that the
Navier-Stokes process, {S(t; · )}t≥0, possesses the finite-determining modes property if given
any f1, f2, there exists N ≥ 0 such that

|PNu(t;u1
0, f1)− PNu(t;u2

0, f2)| → 0 and |f1(t)− f2(t)| → 0, as t → ∞, (1.2)

implies

|u(t;u1
0, f1)− u(t;u2

0, f2)| → 0, as t → ∞, (1.3)

for all u1
0, u

2
0, where PN denotes projection onto Fourier wavenumbers |k| ≤ N .

In [CFMV25], a synchronization framework was developed in order to study the con-
nection between the success of continuous data assimilation algorithms to reconstruct un-
observed state variables from observed state variables and the finite determining modes
property of the NSE. The key insight underlying the framework is to view the determining
modes property as a property about the joint variable (u1, u2). If one introduces the notion
of a synchronous pair to be a pair (g1, g2) such that |g1(t)− g2(t)| → 0 as t → ∞, the finite
determining modes property can be characterized as follows:

For every synchronous pair (f1, f2), there exists N ≥ 0 such that (u1, u2)

is a synchronous pair whenever (PNu1, PNu2) is synchronous pair, where

u1 = u(· , · ;u1
0, f1) and u2 = u(· , · ;u2

0, f2) satisfy (1.1).

(DM)

From this perspective, the state reconstruction property of the continuous data assimilation
algorithms of Olson and Titi [OT03] and Azouani, Olson, and Titi [AOT14] can be rephrased
on the same conceptual level. To see this, let us present these algorithms in this particular
light. Firstly, the algorithm of Olson and Titi [OT03] can be viewed as the joint process
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(u, v) such that

du

dt
+ νAu+B(u, u) = f, u(0) = u0

dv

dt
+ νAv +B(v, v) = f + PK

(
B(v, v)−B(u, u)

)
, v(0) = PNu0 + q0.

(1.4)

On the other hand, the algorithm of Azouani, Olson, and Titi can viewed as the joint process
defined by (u, ṽ) such that

du

dt
+ νAu+B(u, u) = f, u(0) = u0

dṽ

dt
+ νAṽ +B(ṽ, ṽ) = f − µPK ṽ + µPKu, ṽ(0) = ṽ0.

(1.5)

Observe that v = PKu + QNv in (1.4). Subsequently, we refer to (1.4) as the direct-
replacement algorithm. On the other hand, since observations, {PKu(t)}t≥0, are inserted
exogenously into the system in such a way as to drive the approximating state v towards the
observations u, we refer to (1.5) as the nudging algorithm. From the perspective of (DM),
the state reconstruction property for (1.4) and (1.5) can equivalently be rephrased as

There exists K ≥ 0 (resp. K,µ) such that (u, v) (resp. (u, ṽ)) is a synchronous pair.
(RP)

In each case of (u1, u2), (u, v), or (u, ṽ), the system satisfied by the joint process has the
following structure:

dv1
dt

+ νAv1 +B(v1, v1) = g1 +m11F (v1) +m12F (v2)

dv2
dt

+ νAv2 +B(v2, v2) = g2 +m21F (v1) +m22F (v2),

(1.6)

for some choice of matrix M ∈ R2×2, where M = (mij), and operator F . Note that the
function F may be nonlinear, as in the case of (1.4). Although the matrix M corresponding
to particular cases of (1.4) and (1.5) only couples the NSE in one direction, in general, it
may enforce coupling in both directions. As a result, we refer to the triplet (v, F,M) as
an intertwinement of the NSE and refer to M as the intertwining matrix and F as the
intertwining function.

One may now easily see that the finite determining modes property (DM) and the re-
construction property (RP) can be realized as special cases of synchronization properties of
the intertwined system (1.6) for certain choices of M and F . In fact, from this perspective
(DM) admits a very natural generalization. Indeed, given an intertwinement (v, F,M) with
globally well-posed initial value problem, let us denote

v(· ; v0, g) = (v1(· ; v10 , g1), v2(· ; v20 , g2)) (1.7)

the unique solution of (1.6) corresponding to initial data v|t=0 = v0 := (v10 , v
2
0) and external

force g = (g1, g2). We then introduce the following definition.

Definition 1.1. An intertwinement is finite-dimensionally-driven self-synchronous
if for all synchronous pairs (g1, g2), there exists N ≥ 0 such that (v1, v2) is a synchronous pair
whenever (PNv1, PNv2) is a synchronous pair, for all (v10 , v

2
0). We denote the smallest such

N , for a given pair g = (g1, g2) as above, by Nss(g) and refer to the function Nss := Nss(g)
as the dimension of self-synchronization. When Nss ≡ 0, we simply say that (v, F,M)
is self-synchronous.

Therefore, the property (DM) is simply the assertion that the “trivial” intertwinement,
i.e., (v, F, 02×2) or (v, 0,M), is finite-dimensionally-driven self-synchronous, while the prop-
erty (RP) for the direct-replacement algorithm is the assertion that (v, PNB,M), forM given
by m11 = m12 = 0, m21 = m22 = 1, is self-synchronous. Similarly, (RP) for the nudging
algorithm is the assertion that (v, PN ,M), for M given by m11 = m12 = 0, m21 = m22 = µ
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is self-synchronous. However, for other choices of M , we obtain a generalization of (1.4) and
(1.5). We will refer to the intertwinements that formalize these generalizations as the direct-
replacement intertwinement and the nudging-intertwinement. These will be introduced more
precisely below (see Definition 1.3 and Definition 1.4).

In [CFMV25], Definition 1.1 was introduced and its elementary consequences were sys-
tematically developed, particularly with regards to its connection with continuous data as-
similation. Two primary examples were furthermore proposed proposed which generalized
the direct-replacement algorithm and nudging algorithm through intertwinements in exactly
the way just described above. However, the rigorous analysis justifying the well-posedness
and synchronizing properties of these intertwinements was not developed in [CFMV25]. The
main concern of the present study is to therefore establish these well-posedness properties
and synchronizing properties in the two particular cases of the nudging intertwinement and
the direct-replacement intertwinement, thereby completing the presentation in [CFMV25]
and legitimizing the intertwinement framework.

In the next section, we formulate these goals more precisely and provide formal statements
of the main results of the paper. We then conclude the introduction by indicating the
analytical challenges encountered in establishing our main results.

1.1. Main Goals and Results. We let H denote the space of L2 real-valued vector fields,
which are 2π-periodic in each direction, divergence-free, and mean-free over Ω = [0, 2π], in
the sense of distribution. We let P denote the Leray projection. Observe that PH = H. We
let V denote the subspace of H endowed with the V topology. We make use of the following
notation for the inner products and norms on H and V , respectively:

(u, v) =

∫
Ω

u(x)· v(x)dx, |u|2 = (u, u) , (1.8)

and

((u, v)) =
∑
j=1,2

∫
Ω

∂ju(x)· ∂jv(x) dx, ∥u∥2 = ((u, u)). (1.9)

The dual spaces of H,V will be denoted by H∗, V ∗ respectively. That V ⊂ H ⊂ H∗ ⊂ V ∗

is a sequence of continuous embeddings follows from the Poincaré inequality (2.1).
For each 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, we will also make use of the Lebesgue spaces, Lp, which denote the

space of p-integrable functions endowed with the following norm:

|u|p =

(∫
Ω

|u(x)|pdx
)1/p

, (1.10)

with the usual modification when p = ∞. For convenience, we will view them as subspaces
of completely integrable functions over Ω, which are mean-free and 2π-periodic in each
direction. It will be convenient to abuse notation and consider Lp as a space of either scalar
functions or vector fields.

Recall that we denote the Stokes operator by A = −P∆. We then define, for each n ≥ 0,
integer powers, An/2, of A by

An/2u =
∑

k∈Z2\{(0,0)}

|k|nûkwk, wk(x) = exp(ik·x). (1.11)

Then the domain of An/2, D(An/2), is a dense subspace of H endowed with the topology
induced by

∥u∥n = |An/2u| =

∑
k∈Z2

|k|2n|ûk|2
1/2

. (1.12)

With the notation above, note that we have

|u| = |u|0, ∥u∥ = ∥u∥0 = |A1/2u|0.
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To state our results on the solution theory of intertwinements, we define the sense of
well-posedness that will be used in this paper.

Definition 1.2. Suppose (v, F,M) is an intertwinement. Given g ∈ L∞(0,∞;H)2 and
v0 ∈ V ×V , we say that the associated initial value problem of (1.6) is globally well-posed
if there exists a unique pair v such that for all T > 0, it holds that v ∈ (C([0, T ];V ) ∩
L2(0, T ;D(A)))2 and satisfies (1.6) for t ∈ (0, T ), with v|t=0 = v0.

We point out that Definition 1.2 is consistent with the notion of well-posedness developed
for (1.1), (1.4), and (1.5); we refer the reader to [CF88, Tem01, OT03, AOT14]. We also
refer the reader to [CFMV25] where precise statements of the well-posedness of (1.1), (1.4),
(1.5) are provided altogether.

As previously mentioned, this paper will study two particular classes of intertwinements
generalizing (1.5) and (1.4). The first of which we shall refer to the nudging intertwinement,
generalizes (1.5):

Definition 1.3. Given g ∈ L∞(0,∞;H)2, K > 0, and matrix M ∈ R2×2, consider:

dv1
dt

+ νAv1 +B(v1, v1) = g1 +m11PKv1 +m12PKv2,

dv2
dt

+ νAv2 +B(v2, v2) = g2 +m21PKv1 +m22PKv2.

(1.13)

We refer to (1.13) as the nudging intertwinement whenever M belongs to either of the
classes

Msym
µ :=

{(
−µ1 µ2

µ2 −µ1

)
: µ1 ≥ µ2 ≥ 0

}
, Mmut

µ :=

{(
−µ1 µ1

µ2 −µ2

)
: µ1, µ2 ≥ 0

}
.

(1.14)

When M is given by the first class of matrices, we refer to the intertwinement as the sym-
metric nudging intertwinement, while the intertwinements corresponding to the second
class of matrices will be referred to as the mutual nudging intertwinement.

The second will be referred to as the direct-replacement intertwinement, generalizing (1.4):

Definition 1.4. Given g ∈ L∞(0,∞;H)2, K > 0, and matrix M ∈ R2×2, consider:

∂tv1 + νAv1 +B(v1, v1) = g1 +m11PKB(v1, v1) +m12PKB(v2, v2)

∂tv2 + νAv2 +B(v2, v2) = g2 +m12PKB(v1, v1) +m22PKB(v2, v2).
(1.15)

We refer to (1.15) as the direct-replacement intertwinement whenever M belongs to
the class

Msym
θ :=

{(
θ1 −θ2
−θ2 θ1

)
: θ1 + θ2 = 1

}
,

Mmut
θ :=

{(
θ1 −θ1
−θ2 θ2

)
: θ1 + θ2 = 1, θ1, θ2 ≥ 0

}
.

(1.16)

When M ∈ Msym
θ , we refer to the (1.15) as the symmetric direct-replacement in-

tertwinement, while the intertwinement corresponding to the second class of matrices are
referred to as the mutual direct-replacement intertwinement.

Finally, we are ready state our main theorems regarding the global well-posedness of the
nudging intertwinement and direct-replacement intertwinement.
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1.1.1. Global Well-Posedness.

Theorem 1.1.1. The initial value problem corresponding to the nudging intertwinement is
globally well-posed, for all g ∈ L∞(0,∞;H)2 and v0 ∈ V × V .

Theorem 1.1.2. The initial value problem corresponding to the direct-replacement inter-
twinement is globally well-posed for all M ∈ Mmut

θ such that θ1 + θ2 = 1, and also for
M ∈ Msym

θ such that either θ1 = 1 or θ1 = θ2 = 1/2.

Theorem 1.1.3. For each g ∈ L∞(0,∞;H)2 and v0 ∈ V × V , there exists K∗ > 0 and
δ∗ > 0 such that the corresponding initial value problem associated to the symmetric direct-
replacement intertwinement is globally well-posed for all K ≥ K∗ and all θ1, θ2 such that
either θ1 ≥ 1− δ∗ or |θ1 − θ2| ≤ δ∗.

In Section 4, we develop the apriori bounds required to construct solutions to the vari-
ous intertwinements with the properties asserted in Definition 1.2. Since the procedure for
constructing solutions is standard, we omit presentation of the details. Indeed, one pro-
ceeds by considering the corresponding Galerkin approximation of the intertwinement. All
of the apriori estimates developed in Section 4 hold uniformly in the dimension of the ap-
proximation. One can moreover develop estimates on time-derivative of the approximating
solutions uniform in the dimension. Construction of solutions then follows from carrying
out a compactness argument. Our apriori estimates also give way to uniqueness of solutions
and continuity in time. For further details, we refer the reader to [OT03, AOT14, BBM22].

In order to prove the main synchronization properties of the nudging intertwinement
and direct-replacement intertwinement, we will require suitable uniform-in-time bounds on
solutions to the respective intertwinements. We formally state these bounds next.

1.1.2. Uniform-in-time Estimates. Given µ̃ > 0 and g̃1, g̃2 ∈ L∞(0,∞;H), let g, g̃, gµ̃ denote

g = (g1, g2), g̃ = (g̃1, g̃2), gµ̃ = g − µ̃g̃. (1.17)

Then g = gµ̃ + µ̃g̃. We then introduce

gj :=
supt≥0 |gj(t)|

ν2
, j = 1, 2, g2 := g21 + g22. (1.18)

and

g̃j :=
supt≥0 |g̃j(t)|

ν2
, j = 1, 2, g̃2 := g̃21 + g̃22, gµ̃ :=

supt≥0 |gµ̃(t)|
ν2

. (1.19)

Theorem 1.1.4. Suppose (v, F,M) is a nudging intertwinement. Then

lim sup
t→∞

∥v(t)∥ ≤ ν


µ1∨µ2

µ1∧µ2
g, M ∈ Mmut

µ

νmin{g2, g2µ̃ + µg̃2}1/2, M ∈ Msym
µ ,

νmin

{
νg2

µ1−µ2
,

νg2
µ̃

µ1−µ2
+ g̃2

}1/2

, M ∈ Msym
µ , µ1 > µ2, µ̃ = µ1 − µ2.

We refer the reader to Section 4.1 and Section 4.2 for the proof of Theorem 1.1.4.

Remark 1.1.5. The introduction of the different forces g, g̃, gµ̃ in (1.17) addresses a tech-
nical, but subtle point that arises in the main application of the results established here.
Specifically, in order for [CFMV25, Theorem 3.1.9] to be applicable to the nudging inter-
twinement, it is required to consider the symmetric intertwinement with µ1 = µ, µ2 = 0
and g1 = f1 + µPKu1 and g2 = f2 + µPKu2, where u1, u2 are solutions to (1.1) corre-
sponding to f1, f2. If one then chooses µ̃ = µ and g̃ = (PKu1, PKu2), then gµ̃ = (f1, f2)
and lim supt→∞ ∥v(t)∥ is bounded independently of µ according to the third case in Theo-
rem 1.1.4.
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Theorem 1.1.6. Suppose (v, F,M) is a mutual direct-replacement intertwinement corre-
sponding to a self-synchronous pair (g1, g2). There exists a positive constant C0 such that if

K ≥ C0 ln(e+K)
1/2

g, then

lim sup
t→∞

∥v(t)∥ ≤ C1νg,

for some positive constant C1.

We refer the reader to Section 4.3.2 for the relevant details of the proof of Theorem 1.1.6;
specifically, see Theorem 4.3.4.

Theorem 1.1.7. Suppose (v, F,M) is a symmetric direct-replacement intertwinement with
θ1 = 1, corresponding to a self-synchronous pair (g1, g2). There exists a positive constant

C0 such that if K ≥ C0 ln(e+K)
1/2

g, then

lim sup
t→∞

∥v(t)∥ ≤ C1νg,

for some positive constant C1.

We refer the reader to Section 4.4.3 for the relevant details of the proof of Theorem 1.1.7;
specifically, see Theorem 4.4.6.

Theorem 1.1.8. Suppose (v, F,M) is a symmetric direct-replacement intertwinement with
θ1 = θ2 = 1/2, corresponding to a self-synchronous pair (g1, g2). Then

lim sup
t→∞

∥v(t)∥ ≤ C1νg,

for some positive constant C1.

We refer the reader to Section 4.4.4 for the relevant details of the proof of Theorem 1.1.8;
specifically, see Theorem 4.4.8.

Theorem 1.1.9. Suppose (v, F,M) is a symmetric direct-replacement intertwinement cor-
responding to a self-synchronous pair (g1, g2). There exist positive constants C0, C1, C2 such
that if

∥v0∥ ≤ νm0, K ≥ C1 ln(e+K)
1/2

g, min
{
1− θ1, |θ1 − θ2|

}
≤ C2

ln(e+K)(1 +m0 + g)4
,

for some m0, then

lim sup
t→∞

∥v(t)∥ ≤ C3νg,

for some positive constant C3.

We refer the reader to Section 4.4 for the relevant details of the proof of Theorem 1.1.9;
specifically, see Theorem 4.4.10 in Section 4.4.5 and Theorem 4.4.12 in Section 4.4.6.

1.1.3. Synchronization Properties. We will ultimately prove the following properties regard-
ing the long-time behavior of the nudging and direct-replacement intertwinements.

Theorem 1.1.10. Nudging intertwinements are finite-dimensionally-driven self-synchronous.

Theorem 1.1.11. For each g ∈ L∞(0,∞;H)2, there exists K∗ > 0 such that the nudging
intertwinement is self-synchronous whenever

K ≥ K∗ and µ1 + µ2 ≥ 1

4
K2

∗ .

Theorem 1.1.12. Direct-replacement intertwinements are self-synchronous for all M ∈
Mmut

θ and also for M ∈ Msym
θ such that θ1 ∈ {1/2, 1}.

Theorem 1.1.13. For each g ∈ L∞(0,∞;H)2 and v0 ∈ V × V , there exists K∗
1 ,K

∗
2 > 0

and δ∗1 , δ
∗
2 > 0 such that corresponding symmetric direct-replacement intertwinement is self-

synchronous whenever K ≥ K∗
1 and θ1 ≥ 1− δ∗1 or K ≥ K∗

2 and |θ1 − θ2| ≤ δ∗2 .
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The proofs of these theorems will carried out in Section 3. Since they essentially rely on
uniform-in-time estimates stated above in Section 1.1.2, it will suffice to prove the above the-
orems assuming the uniform-in-time bounds, then deduce Theorem 1.1.10, Theorem 1.1.11,
Theorem 1.1.12, Theorem 1.1.13 as corollaries.

We conclude the introduction with a discussion on the analytical challenges faced in
proving the above theorems.

1.2. Analytical Challenges. As we mentioned at the end of the previous section, Sec-
tion 1.1.3, the synchronization properties rely on the availability of suitable uniform-in-time
bounds. We may thus reduce the proofs of the synchronization properties of the various
intertwinements to that of obtaining global well-posedness with suitable uniform-in-time
bounds. In Section 3, we show how to derive the synchronization properties assuming these
bounds. In effect, the analytical difficulties of this paper are concentrated in establishing
global well-posedness and the requisite uniform-in-time bounds.

In both the case of the nudging intertwinement and the direct-replacement intertwine-
ment, the key difficulty is in identifying a set of coordinates that allows one to capture the
stabilizing properties of the perturbation of (1.1) induced by the intertwining matrix and
function pair (M,F ) properly. Indeed, in the special case where (M,F ) corresponds to the
direct-replacement algorithm (1.4) or nudging algorithm (1.5), such stabilizing effects were
exploited in [OT03] and [AOT14] to establish the property (RP).

For the nudging intertwinement, the mechanism is more or less clear in either the mutual
or symmetric case. Indeed, when M ∈ Mmut

µ , the stabilizing mechanism is essentially
an extension of the mechanism present in (1.5). When M ∈ Msym

µ , then the stabilizing
properties can be extracted by the fact that −M is non-negative definite. Details for the
mutual nudging intertwinement are presented in Section 4.1, while details fo rthe symmetric
nudging intertwinement are presented in Section 4.2.

On the other hand, for the direct-replacement intertwinement, the mechanism is more
difficult to extract. Even in the mutual case M ∈ Mmut

θ , which is designed for the syn-
chronization variable w = v1 − v2 to possess the same stabilizing mechanism as (1.4), it
is not clear how to establish apriori bounds that lead to global well-posedness due to bi-
directionality of the coupling induced by M . Indeed, although the synchronization error
variables w = v1 − v2 is governed by the linear heat equation over the low-mode subspace
PKH, its high-mode evolution has a more complicated structure:

∂tw + νAw = h−QK(B(v1, v1)−B(v2, v2)).

Due to the bi-directional coupling in v1, v2, it is difficult to obtain apriori bounds for the
high-modes of v1, v2 in V in the form presented by (1.15). To overcome this, we introduce the
“twisted variable” vθ = θ2v1 + θ1v2 and rescale the synchronization variable, wθ =

√
θ1θ2w,

to identify a fortuitous coupling structure for the evolution of the new joint variable (vθ, wθ):

∂tv
θ + νAvθ +B(vθ, vθ) = gθ −B(wθ, wθ)

∂tw + νAw + (θ1 − θ2)QKB(w,w) = h−QKDB(vθ)w.

We may then establish apriori estimates through this representation of the governing equa-
tion. Details are presented in Section 4.3.

The difficulties in case of the symmetric direct-replacement intertwinement are particu-
larly acute, however, since the stabilizing mechanism does not explicitly derive from the one
naturally present in (1.4). In this case, we must contend with the fact that the perturbation
induced by the intertwining function, F , becomes genuinely nonlinear when the coupling
is induced by M ∈ Msym

θ and may de-stabilize the coupled system without additional as-
sumptions on the M . The bulk of the analytical difficulties of the paper is concentrated in
treating symmetric direct-replacement intertwinements.
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To treat the symmetric direct-replacement intertwinement, we introduce new variables
z = v1 + v2 and w = v1 − v2. Then (1.15) can be rewritten as

∂tz + νAz +
1

2
B(z, z) +

1

2
B(w,w) = k +

θ1 − θ2
2

(
PKB(z, z) + PKB(w,w)

)
∂tw + νAw +

1

2
QKDB(z)w = h

From here, we identify two special cases: one when θ1 = 1, θ2 = 0, which yields

∂tz + νAz +
1

2
QKB(z, z) = k − 1

2
QKB(w,w)

∂tw + νAw +
1

2
QKDB(z)w = h,

and the other when θ1 = θ2 = 1/2,

∂tz + νAz +
1

2
B(z, z) = k − 1

2
B(w,w)

∂tw + νAw +
1

2
QKDB(z)w = h.

The first case is simply the case of two de-coupled copies of (1.4). The second case is highly
symmetric coupling of two copies of (1.4). Although the case θ1 = 1, θ2 = 0 was already
treated in [OT03], we are able to present a unified analysis that allows us to treat these
two special cases in addition to perturbations of M from these special case. Details are
presented in Section 4.4.

2. Mathematical Preliminaries

In this section, we will recall various properties, notations, and inequalities which will be
useful for our analysis. First, we recall the Poincaré inequality:

|u| ≤ ∥u∥, (2.1)

for all u ∈ V .
We will also make use of the Ladyzhenskaya and Agmon, respectively, interpolation in-

equalities: there exist absolute constants CL, CA > 0 such that

|u|24 ≤ CL∥u∥|u|, |u|2∞ ≤ CA|Au||u|. (2.2)

Another useful interpolation inequality, is the following:

∥u∥2 ≤ |Au||u| (2.3)

We will also make use of the Bernstein inequality: let PN denote projection onto Fourier
wavenumbers, |k| ≤ N , whereN > 0 is a real number. Denote the complementary projection
by

QN := I − PN (2.4)

Then for any integers m ≤ n

∥PNu∥n ≤ Nn−m∥PNu∥m, ∥QNu∥m ≤ Nm−n∥QNu∥n. (2.5)

Observe that we also have the following borderline Sobolev inequality

|PNu|∞ ≤ CS(lnN)1/2∥PNu∥ (2.6)

Recall that we defined the bilinear form B appearing in (1.1) by

B(u, v) := P((u·∇)v). (2.7)

When pairing (2.7) with a third function, it is convenient to view the result as a trilinear
form. In particular, we write

b(u, v, w) :=
(
B(u, v), w

)
. (2.8)
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Then we have the well-known, skew-symmetric property of b(u, v, w):

b(u, v, w) = −b(u,w, v), (2.9)

for u, v, w ∈ V , which immediately implies

b(u, v, v) = 0.

We will also make use of the identity

b(v, v, Au) + b(u, v,Av) + b(v, u,Av) = 0, (2.10)

which implies

b(u, u,Au) = 0 (2.11)

Observe that B : D(A)× V → H via

|B(u, v)| ≤ C
1/2
A |Au|1/2|u|1/2∥v∥. (2.12)

whenever u ∈ D(A) and v ∈ V . Moreover, B is also continuous as a bilinear mapping
B : V × V → V ′ via

|b(u, v, w)| ≤ CL∥u∥1/2|u|1/2∥v∥∥w∥1/2|w|1/2, (2.13)

where u, v ∈ V and w ∈ V , and CL is the constant appearing in (2.2). The Frechét derivative
of B will be denoted by DB. It is elementary to show that DB is given by

DB(u)v = B(u, v) +B(v, u). (2.14)

By (2.12), it follows that DB : D(A) → L(D(A), H), u 7→ DB(u), while (2.13) implies
DB : V → L(V, V ′), where L(X,Y ) denotes the space of bounded linear operators mapping
X to Y .

We conclude this section with two elementary results which are crucial to establishing
several of the main results of this article. The first result is a Grönwall-type lemma that con-
trols the long-time behavior of solutions, while the second collects some important bounds
on solutions to the heat equation; both results are fundamental for establishing the synchro-
nization properties of the various intertwinements.

Lemma 2.0.1. Let z1, z2, z3 : (0,∞) → [0,∞) be given such that limt→∞ zj(t) = 0, for
j = 1, 2. Suppose x : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is a differentiable function such that

x′ + αx+ βy ≤ z1 + z2x+ z3y,

holds for for all t > 0, for some α, β > 0, and some dominating function y : [0,∞) → [0,∞),
i.e., x ≤ y. Then limt→∞ x(t) = 0.

Lemma 2.0.2. Given N > 0, h ∈ L∞(0,∞;H), and p0 ∈ V such that p0 = PNp0. Let p
denote the unique solution of the initial value problem

∂tp+ νAp = PNh, p(0) = p0.

Then p = PNp and

∥p(t)∥2 ≤ e−νt∥p(t0)∥2 + ν2

(
supt≥0 |PNh(t)|

ν2

)2

,

for all t ≥ 0 and N > 0. Moreover

sup
t≥t0

∥p(t)∥2 ≤ 2ν2

(
supt≥t′0

|PNh(t)|
ν2

)2

(2.15)

provided that

t0 ≥ t′0 +
2

ν
ln

(
ν∥p(t′0)∥

supt≥t′0
|PNh(t)|

)
, t′0 ≥ 2

ν
ln

(
ν∥p0∥

supt≥0 |PNh(t)|

)
. (2.16)

In particular, if limt→∞ |PNh(t)| = 0, then limt→∞ ∥p(t)∥ = 0.
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In fact, by (2.5), we immediately obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 2.0.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.0.2, if limt→∞ |PNh(t)| = 0, then
limt→0 sup0≤ℓ≤m ∥p(t)∥m = 0, for all m ≥ 0.

Proof of Theorem 2.0.2. The claim that p = PNp follows simply by applying PN to the heat
equation, observing that PNA = APN , then applying uniqueness of solutions.

Next, recall that the energy balance for p is given by

1

2

d

dt
∥p∥2 + ν|Ap|2 = (h,Ap) .

An application of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Gronwall’s inequality then yields

∥p(t)∥2 ≤ e−ν(t−t′)∥p(t′)∥2 + ν2

(
supt≥t′ |PNh(t)|

ν2

)2

, (2.17)

for all t ≥ t′ ≥ 0. In particular

sup
t≥t′0

∥p(t)∥2 ≤ 2ν2

(
supt≥0 |PNh(t)|

ν2

)2

, (2.18)

for t′0 given by (2.16). Furthermore, (2.18) and (2.17) imply

sup
t≥t0

∥p(t)∥2 ≤ 2ν2

(
supt≥t′0

|PNh(t)|
ν2

)2

,

for t0 given by (2.16). □

3. Synchronization

As mentioned in Section 1.1.3, we will deduce the main synchronization results as corol-
laries of those which hold under the availability of suitable uniform-in-time bounds. These
bounds are stated in Section 1.1.2. It therefore suffices to establish the conditional results,
which we state and prove as Theorem 3.0.4, Theorem 3.0.5, and Theorem 3.0.7. Neverthe-
less, for the sake of completeness, after the proofs of each of these propositions, we prove
Theorem 1.1.10, Theorem 1.1.11, Theorem 1.1.12, and Theorem 1.1.13.

For the purposes of this section, it will thus be convenient to introduce the following
condition: Given g1, g2 ∈ L∞(0,∞;H) and a global solution v = (v1, v2) of either the
nudging intertwinement (1.13) or direct-replacement intertwinement (1.15), suppose that

min

{
sup
t≥t0

∥v1(t)∥, sup
t≥t0

∥v2(t)∥

}
≤ mν, (U)

holds for some positive constants m and t0.
To prove the synchronization properties claimed in Section 1.1.3, we will make use of

the following results, proved in the companion work [CFMV25], which identify sufficient
conditions that ensure self-synchronization.

Lemma 3.0.1. Let (v, F,M) be an intertwinement. Suppose that there exists N∗ > 0 and
t∗ sufficiently large such that(

B(v1, v1)−B(v2, v2)−
(
(m11 −m21)F (v1) + (m12 −m22)F (v2)

)
, v1 − v2

)
≥
[
−ϵν + C2(∥PNv1 − PNv2∥m2)

]
∥v1 − v2∥2 − C1(∥PNv1 − PNv2∥m1)|v1 − v2|2

− C0(∥PNv1 − PNv2∥m0
), (3.1)

holds for all t ≥ t∗, for all N ≥ N∗, for some ϵ ∈ (0, 1), some integers m0,m1,m2, and
some non-negative, non-decreasing functions C0(x), C1(x), C2(x), defined for x ≥ 0, which
are continuous at 0. Then (v, F,M) is finite-dimensionally-driven self-synchronous.
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Lemma 3.0.2. Let (v, F,M) be an intertwinement. Suppose that there exists N∗ > 0 and
t∗ sufficiently large such that(

B(v1, v1)−B(v2, v2)−
(
(m11 −m21)F (v1) + (m12 −m22)F (v2)

)
, v1 − v2

)
≥ −ϵν∥v1 − v2∥2 −H(t), (3.2)

holds for all t ≥ t∗, for all N ≥ N∗, for some ϵ ∈ (0, 1), and some non-negative function H
such that H(t) → 0 as |g1(t)− g2(t)| → ∞. Then (v, F,M) is self-synchronous.

3.0.1. Nudging Intertwinement. A helpful observation will help facilitate the proof of our
synchronization results for the nudging intertwinement is that the synchronization error
defined by the variable w := v1 − v2 is governed by the same equation regardless of whether
the intertwining matrix comes from the symmetric class or the mutual class. Indeed, if v
satisfies (1.13) with M ∈ Msym

µ ∪Mmut
µ , then

∂tw + νAw = h−
(
B(v1, v1)−B(v2, v2) + µPKw

)
,

where h := g1−g2 and µ := µ1+µ2. Subsequently, it will be expedient to have the following
lemma on hand.

Lemma 3.0.3. Given v1, v2 ∈ V , let w = v1− v2, p = PKw, and q = QKw. For all K > 0,
we have

|b(w, v2, w)| ≤ CL(∥v1∥ ∧ ∥v2∥)
(
K + 4CL

∥v1∥ ∧ ∥v2∥
ν

)
|p|2

+

(
ν

4
+ CL

∥v1∥ ∧ ∥v2∥
K

)
∥w∥2, (3.3)

and

|b(w, v2, w)| ≤ C2
L

(
∥v1∥ ∧ ∥v2∥

)2
ν

|p|2 +

ν

4
+ C2

L

(
∥v1∥ ∧ ∥v2∥

)2
K2

 ∥w∥2, (3.4)

Proof. To prove (3.3), first observe that

b(w, v2, w) = b(p, v2, p) + b(p, v2, p) + b(p, v2, p) + b(p, v2, p).

By repeated application of Hölder’s inequality, we obtain

|b(w, v2, w)| ≤ CL∥p∥|p|∥v2∥+ CL|q|1/2∥q∥1/2∥v2∥|p|1/2∥p∥1/2

+ CL|p|1/2∥p∥1/2∥v2∥|q|
1
2 ∥q∥1/2 + CL∥q∥|q|∥v2∥.

For t ≥ t0, we then apply (2.5), Young’s inequality, and (4.5) for each term on the right-hand
side and obtain

CL∥p∥|p|∥v2∥ ≤ CLK∥v2∥|p|2

CL|q|1/2∥q∥1/2∥v2∥|p|1/2∥p∥1/2 ≤ CL∥v2∥∥w∥|p|

≤ ν

8
∥w∥2 + 2C2

L

∥v2∥2

ν
|p|2

CL|p|1/2∥p∥1/2∥v2∥|q|1/2∥q∥1/2 ≤ ν

8
∥w∥2 + 2C2

L

∥v2∥2

ν
|p|2

CL∥p∥|p|∥v2∥ ≤ CL∥v2∥
K

∥w∥2.

Since b(w, v2, w) = b(w, v1, w), we may thus replace ∥v2∥ with ∥v1∥ ∧ ∥v2∥ above. This
ultimately yields (3.3), as claimed.

On the other hand, we may alternatively estimate as follows:

|b(w, v2, w)| ≤ CL(∥v1∥ ∧ ∥v2∥)∥w∥|w| ≤
C2

L

(
∥v1∥ ∧ ∥v2∥

)2
ν

|w|2 + ν

4
|w∥2,
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for all t ≥ t0. It follows from orthogonality, (2.5), (U), and Young’s inequality that

|b(w, v2, w)| ≤ C2
L

(
∥v1∥ ∧ ∥v2∥

)2
ν

|p|2 + C2
L

(
∥v1∥ ∧ ∥v2∥

)2
ν

|p|2 + ν

4
|w∥2

≤ C2
L

(
∥v1∥ ∧ ∥v2∥

)2
ν

|p|2 +

ν

4
+ C2

L

(
∥v1∥ ∧ ∥v2∥

)2
K2

 ∥w∥2,

which is precisely (3.4). □

Proposition 3.0.4. Suppose that condition (U) holds. Then the corresponding nudging
intertwinement is finite-dimensionally-driven self synchronous whenever K ≥ 2CLm.

Proof. Let w = v1 − v2, p = PKw, q = QKw, h = g1 − g2, and µ = µ1 + µ2. We seek to
apply Theorem 3.0.1.

By Theorem 3.0.3, we see that (3.3) holds. Upon further applying (U), we obtain

|b(w, v2, w)| ≤ ν

(
1

4
+

CLm

K

)
∥w∥2 + νCLm (K + 4CLm) |p|2

Thus

b(w, v2, w) + µ|p|2 ≥ −ν

(
1

4
+

CLm

K

)
∥w∥2 +

[
µ− νCLm (K + 4CLm)

]
|p|2

≥ −ν

(
1

4
+

CLm

K

)
∥w∥2 − νCLm (K + 4CLm) |p|2

Finally, we see that (3.1) is satisfied for N∗ = 2CLm, t∗ = t0, and ϵ = 1/2. We therefore
conclude the proof with an application of Theorem 3.0.1. □

Proposition 3.0.5. Suppose that condition (U) holds. Then the corresponding nudging
intertwinement is self-synchronous whenever K ≥ 2CLm and µ1 + µ2 ≥ C2

Lm
2ν.

Proof. Once again, let w = v1 − v2, p = PKw, q = QKw, h = g1 − g2, and µ = µ1 + µ2. We
seek to apply Theorem 3.0.2. By Theorem 3.0.3, we have that (3.4) holds. Applying (U),
we have

−b(w, v2, w) + µ|p|2 ≥
(
µ− C2

Lm
2ν
)
|p|2 − ν

(
1

4
+

C2
Lm

2

K2

)
∥w∥2,

holds for t ≥ t0. It then follows from our assumptions on µ,K that (3.2) holds with
N∗ = 2CLm, t∗ = t0, ϵ = 1/2, and H ≡ 0. We thus conclude the proof with an application
of Theorem 3.0.2. □

Finally, we prove Theorem 1.1.10, Theorem 1.1.11.

Proofs of Theorem 1.1.10, Theorem 1.1.11. We apply Theorem 1.1.4 to verify (U); the claim
then follows from Theorem 3.0.4 and Theorem 3.0.5, respectively, with the appropriate choice
of K∗.

□

3.0.2. Direct-Replacement Intertwinement. As in the case of the nudging intertwinement,
when v satisfies (1.15), the corresponding synchronization error w = v1 − v2 is governed by
the same equation, independent on whether the intertwining matrix comes from the mutual
class or symmetric class. Indeed, from (1.15) and using the fact that θ1 + θ2 = 1, one
immediately has

∂tw + νAw = h−QK(B(v1, v1)−B(v2, v2)), M ∈ Mmut
θ (3.5)

∂tw + νAw = h− 1

2
QKDB(z)w, M ∈ Msym

θ , (3.6)
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where z := v1 + v2. However, upon further inspection, one in fact has the following identity

B(v1, v1)−B(v2, v2) = B(w,w) +DB(v2)w

= B(w,w) +DB(z)w −DB(v1)w

= B(w,w) +
1

2
DB(z)w − 1

2
DB(w,w) =

1

2
DB(z)w. (3.7)

Thus (3.5) and (3.6) are the same equation. Nevertheless, the availability of the two different
forms appearing in (3.5) and (3.6) will be helpful when establishing global well-posedness
and the desired time-uniform bounds. An important mechanism that distinguishes the
direct-replacement intertwinement from the nudging intertwinement that one gleans from
(3.5), (3.6) is that the low-modes of the synchronization error satisfy a linear heat equation:

∂tPKw + νAPKw = PKh. (3.8)

We will leverage this fact for addressing global well-posedness, time-uniform bounds, and
synchronization.

Before proving the main theorem, let us prove a preliminary lemma analogous to Theo-
rem 3.0.3.

Lemma 3.0.6. Given v1, v2 ∈ V , let w = v1 − v2, p = PKw, and q = QKw. Then

b(w, p, q) + b(w, v2, q) + b(v2, p, q) = −b(w, p, q) + b(w, v1, q) + b(v1, p, q) (3.9)

Moreover, for all K > 0, we have

b(w, p, q) + b(w, v2, q) + b(v2, p, q) ≥ −3

ν

(
C2

L|p|2 + C2
S ln(e+K)(|v1| ∧ |v2|)2

)
∥p∥2

−

(
5ν

12
+

3C2
L∥p∥2

νK2
+

CL(∥v1∥ ∧ ∥v2∥)
K

)
∥w∥2.

Proof. The identity (3.9) follows directly from orthogonality (of p and q) and (2.9).
To estimate the trilinear terms, first observe that

b(w, p, q) + b(w, v2, q) + b(v2, p, q)

= b(p, p, q) + b(q, p, q) + b(p, v2, q) + b(q, v2, q) + b(v2, p, q)

= −b(p, q, p) + b(q, p, q) + b(p, v2, q) + b(q, v2, q)− b(v2, q, p).

We now estimate each of the above trilinear terms with Hölder’s inequality, (2.6), (2.2),
(2.5), (2.1), and Young’s inequality:

|b(p, q, p)| ≤ CL∥p∥|p|∥q∥ ≤ 3C2
L

ν
∥p∥2|p|2 + ν

12
∥w∥2

|b(q, p, q)| ≤ CL∥q∥|q|∥p∥ ≤ CL

K
∥q∥2∥p∥

≤ 3C2
L

νK2
∥p∥2∥w∥2 + ν

12
∥w∥2

|b(p, v2, q)| ≤ CS ln(e+K)
1/2∥p∥∥v2∥|q| ≤

CS ln(e+K)
1/2

K
∥p∥∥v2∥∥q∥

≤ 3C2
S ln(e+K)

νK2
∥p∥2∥v2∥2 +

ν

12
∥w∥2

|b(q, v2, q)| ≤ CL∥q∥|q|∥v2∥ ≤ CL

K
∥v2∥∥q∥2 ≤ CL

K
∥v2∥∥w∥2

|b(v2, q, p)| ≤ CS ln(e+K)
1/2|v2|∥q∥∥p∥ ≤ 5C2

S ln(e+K)

2ν
|v2|2∥p∥2 +

ν

12
∥w∥2.
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Due to (3.9), we may replace all instances of v2 in the estimates above with v1. We thus
deduce that

b(w, p, q) + b(w, v2, q) + b(v2, p, q) ≥ −3

ν

(
C2

L|p|2 + C2
S ln(e+K)(|v1| ∧ |v2|)2

)
∥p∥2

−

(
5ν

12
+

3C2
L∥p∥2

νK2
+

CL(∥v1∥ ∧ ∥v2∥)
K

)
∥w∥2,

as desired. □

Proposition 3.0.7. Suppose that condition (U) holds. Then the direct-replacement inter-
twinement is self-synchronous for K ≥ 12CLm.

Proof. We seek to apply Theorem 3.0.2. First observe that we can make use of (3.7) and
(2.9) to write(

QK(B(v1, v1)−B(v2, v2)), w
)
= b(w, p, q) + b(w, v2, q) + b(v2, p, q).

In other words, for either M ∈ Mmut
θ ∪ Msym

θ , the energy balance associated for the
synchronization error is given by

1

2

d

dt
|w|2 + ν∥w∥2 = (h,w)− b(w, p, q)− b(w, v2, q)− b(v2, p, q).

By Theorem 3.0.6 and (U), we deduce that

b(w, p, q) + b(w, v2, q) + b(v2, p, q) ≥ −3

ν

(
C2

L|p|2 + C2
S ln(e+K)m2ν2

)
∥p∥2

− ν

(
5

12
+

3C2
L∥p∥2

ν2K2
+

CLm

K

)
∥w∥2.

Thus, (3.2) is verified for N∗ = 12CLm, t∗ = t0, ϵ = 1/2. We conclude the proof with an
application of Theorem 3.0.2. □

Finally, we prove Theorem 1.1.12, Theorem 1.1.13.

Proofs of Theorem 1.1.12, Theorem 1.1.13. For M ∈ Mmut
θ , we apply Theorem 1.1.6 to

verify (U). For M ∈ Msym
θ with θ1 = 1, we apply Theorem 1.1.7 to verify (U). For

M ∈ Msym
θ with θ1 = θ2 = 1/2, we apply Theorem 1.1.8 to verify (U). For M ∈ Msym

θ

with 1 − θ1 ≪ 1 or |θ1 − θ2| ≪ 1, we apply Theorem 1.1.9 to verify (U). Finally, in each
case, we apply Theorem 3.0.7 with an appropriate choice of K∗ in order to conclude the
proof. □

4. Apriori Estimates

We are left to prove global well-posedness of the nudging and direct-replacement in-
tertwinements (Theorem 1.1.1, Theorem 1.1.2, Theorem 1.1.3), as well as the claimed
uniform-in-time bounds (Theorem 1.1.4, Theorem 1.1.6, Theorem 1.1.7, Theorem 1.1.8,
Theorem 1.1.9). In this section, we will derive the requisite apriori estimate needed to
establish global well-posedness. Subsequently, we also establish the uniform-in-time used
in establishing the synchronization properties of the various intertwinements. As we men-
tioned at the end of Section 1.1.1, since the procedure for constructing the desired solutions
is standard, we omit the proofs of global well-posedness and simply refer the reader to
[OT03, AOT14, BBM22] for the relevant details.
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4.1. Mutual Nudging Intertwinement. First we develop apriori bounds for (v1, v2),
which ultimately yield global well-posedness of (1.13), whenever M ∈ Mmut

µ . For conve-
nience, we rewrite (1.13) in this particular case

dv1
dt

+ νAv1 +B(v1, v1) = g1 − µ1PKv1 + µ1PKv2,

dv2
dt

+ νAv2 +B(v2, v2) = g2 + µ2PKv1 − µ2PKv2.

(4.1)

We note that in the endpoint cases, µ1 = 0 or µ2 = 0, (4.1) reduces to (1.5). Thus, the
apriori estimates available in the endpoint cases are exactly those obtained in [AOT14], so
global well-posedness in this case follows from [AOT14, Theorem 6]. This leaves us to treat
the case µ1, µ2 > 0.

Lemma 4.1.1. Suppose g1, g2 ∈ L∞
loc(0,∞ : H) and v10 , v

2
0 ∈ V . For µ1, µ2 > 0, let

λ1 = µ2

µ1+µ2
and λ2 = µ1

µ1+µ2
. Then for all K ≥ 0

λ1|v1(t)|2 + λ2|v2(t)|2 + ν

∫ t

t0

(λ1∥v1(s)∥2 + λ2∥v2(s)∥2)ds

≤ (λ1|v1(t0)|2 + λ2|v2(t0)|2) +
1

ν

∫ t

t0

(
λ1|g1(s)|2 + λ2|g2(s)|2

)
ds,

(4.2)

λ1∥v1(t)∥2 + λ2∥v2(t)∥2 + ν

∫ t

t0

(λ1|Av1(s)|2 + λ2|Av2(s)|2)ds

≤ (λ1∥v1(t0)∥2 + λ2∥v2(t0)∥2) +
1

ν

∫ t

t0

(λ1|g1(s)|2 + λ2|g2(s)|2)ds.
(4.3)

Moreover

λ1∥v1(t)∥2 + λ2∥v2(t)∥2 ≤ e−νt(λ1∥v10∥2 + λ2∥v20∥2) + λ1g
2
1 + λ2g

2
2, (4.4)

for all t ≥ t0 ≥ 0. In particular, there exists t0 = t0(v
1
0 , v

2
0 , g1, g2) such that

sup
t≥t0

(
∥v1(t)∥2 + ∥v2(t)∥2

)
≤ 2

(λ1 ∨ λ2)

(λ1 ∧ λ2)
g2. (4.5)

where λ1 ∨ λ2 = max{λ1, λ2} and λ1 ∧ λ2 = min{λ1, λ2}.
Proof of Theorem 4.1.1. Taking theH inner product of v1, v2 with their respective equations
in (4.1), we obtain

1

2

d

dt
|v1|2 + ν∥v1∥2 = (g1, v1)− µ1|PKv1|2 + µ1 (PKv2, PKv1)

1

2

d

dt
|v2|2 + ν∥v2∥2 = (g2, v2)− µ2|PKv2|2 + µ2 (PKv1, PKv2) .

Similarly, upon taking the inner product in V , we obtain

1

2

d

dt
∥v1∥2 + ν|Av1|2 = (g1, Av1)− µ1∥PKv1∥2 + µ1 (PKv2, PKAv1)

1

2

d

dt
∥v2∥2 + ν|Av2|2 = (g2, Av2)− µ2∥PKv2∥2 + µ2 (PKv1, PKAv2) .

Since µ1, µ2 > 0, we see that λ1, λ2 > 0 and λ1 + λ2 = 1. Then

1

2

d

dt
(λ1|v1|2 + λ2|v2|2) + ν(λ1∥v1∥2 + λ2∥v2∥2)

= λ1 (g1, v1) + λ2 (g2, v2)−
µ1µ2

µ1 + µ2
|PKv2 − PKv1|2

1

2

d

dt
(λ1∥v1∥2 + λ2∥v2∥2) + ν(λ1|Av1|2 + λ2|Av2|2)

= λ1 (g1, Av1) + λ2 (g2, Av2)−
µ1µ2

µ1 + µ2
∥PKv2 − PKv1∥2.
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By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

d

dt
(λ1|v1|2 + λ2|v2|2) + ν(λ1∥v1∥2 + λ2∥v2∥2)

≤ 1

ν

(
λ1|g1(t)|2 + λ2|g2(t)|2

)
− 2µ1µ2

µ1 + µ2
|PKv1 − PKv2|2,

(4.6)

d

dt
(λ1∥v1∥2 + λ2∥v2∥2) + ν(λ1|Av1|2 + λ2|Av2|2)

≤ 1

ν

(
λ1|g1(t)|2 + λ2|g2(t)|2

)
− 2µ1µ2

µ1 + µ2
∥PKv1 − PKv2∥2.

(4.7)

Thus, by Grönwall’s inequality

λ1|v1(t)|2 + λ2|v2(t)|2 + ν

∫ t

t0

(λ1∥v1(s)∥2 + λ2∥v2(s)∥2)ds

≤ (λ1|v1(t0)|2 + λ2|v2(t0)|2) +
1

ν

∫ t

t0

(
λ1|g1(s)|2 + λ2|g2(s)|2

)
ds,

λ1∥v1(t)∥2 + λ2∥v2(t)∥2 + ν

∫ t

t0

(λ1|Av1(s)|2 + λ2|Av2(s)|2)ds

≤ (λ1∥v1(t0)∥2 + λ2∥v2(t0)∥2) +
1

ν

∫ t

t0

(λ1|g1(s)|2 + λ2|g2(s)|2)ds.

On the other hand, we also have

λ1∥v1(t)∥2 + λ2∥v2(t)∥2 ≤ e−ν(t−t0)(λ1∥v1(t0)∥2 + λ2∥v2(t0)∥2)

+ λ1

(
supt≥t0 |g1(t)|

ν2

)2

+ λ2

(
supt≥t0 |g2(t)|

ν2

)2

,

for all t0 ≥ 0, as desired. □

4.2. Symmetric Nudging Intertwinement. We now consider the nudging intertwine-
ment corresponding to matrices M ∈ Msym

µ .

4.2.1. Preliminaries. It will be useful to write the system in vector form and to consider a
particular affine form for the force. Indeed, let M ∈ R2×2 be any symmetric, non-negative
definite matrix of the following form:

M =

(
µ1 −µ2

−µ2 µ1

)
. (4.8)

Then observe that for v = (v1, v2)
t and g, g̃, gµ̃ given by (1.17), (1.13) can be rewritten as

dv

dt
+ νAv +B(v) = gµ̃ + µ̃g̃ −MPKv, (4.9)

where

B(v) =

(
B(v1, v1)
B(v2, v2)

)
. (4.10)

Recall that M induces an inner product

⟨u, u′⟩M = utMu′, u, u′ ∈ R2. (4.11)

In particular, M induces an inner product in H ×H via(
u, u′)

M
=
(
Mu, u′) , |u|M = |M1/2u|, u, u′ ∈ H ×H, (4.12)

where M1/2M1/2 = M . Similarly, M an induces an inner product in V × V via

∥u∥M = ∥M1/2u∥ = |M1/2A1/2u|, (4.13)
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Observe that the eigenvalues of M are given by

λ1 = µ1 − µ2, λ2 = µ1 + µ2. (4.14)

Since M is assumed to be non-negative definite, it immediately follows that µ1 ≥ µ2. One
may then directly verify that

λ1|u|2 ≤ utMu ≤ λ2|u|2,

which, in turn, implies

λ1|u|2 ≤ |u|2M ≤ λ2|u|2, for all u ∈ H ×H

λ1∥u∥2 ≤ ∥u∥2M ≤ λ2∥u∥2, for all u ∈ V × V
(4.15)

Also, observe that for any M ∈ R2×2 and K > 0, MPK = PKM and MAm/2 = Am/2M ,
for all integers m. With these basic facts in mind, we develop apriori estimates for (4.9).

4.2.2. Apriori estimates.

Lemma 4.2.1. Let v0 = (v10 , v
2
0) ∈ V × V and µ̃ > 0. Then

∥v(t)∥2 + ν

∫ T

0

|Av(t)|2dt ≤ ∥v0∥2 +
1

ν

∫ T

0

min
{
|g(t)|2, |gµ̃(t)|2 + µ̃2|g̃(t)|2

}
dt,

holds for all t ≥ [0, T ] and T ≥ 0. Moreover

∥v(t)∥2 ≤ ∥v0∥2e−νt + ν2 min{g2, g2µ̃ + µg̃2}(1− e−νt),

holds for all t ≥ 0. On the other hand, if µ1 > µ2 and K satisfies

K2 ≥ λ2, (4.16)

then

∥v(t)∥2 ≤ e−λ1t∥v0∥2 +
ν3

λ1
min

{
g2, g2µ̃ +

µ̃2

νλ1
g̃2

}
.

Proof. Upon recalling (1.17), we first take the H–inner product of (4.9) with Av to write

1

2

d

dt
∥v∥2 + ν|Av|2 = (g,Av)− (MPKv,Av) (4.17)

=
(
gµ̃, Av

)
+ µ̃ (g̃, Av)− (MPKv,Av) . (4.18)

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Young’s inequality, we have

| (g,Av) | ≤ |g||Av| ≤ 1

2ν
|g|2 + ν

2
|Av|2

|
(
gµ̃, Av

)
| ≤ |gµ̃||Av| ≤ 1

2ν
|gµ̃|2 +

ν

2
|Av|2

µ̃| (g̃, Av) | ≤ µ̃|g̃||Av| ≤ µ̃2

2ν
|g̃|2 + ν

2
|Av|2.

Upon integrating by parts and applying the assumption M ≥ 0, we deduce

(MPKV,Av) = ∥PKv∥2M ≥ 0.

By (2.1), it now follows that

d

dt
∥v∥2 + ν∥v∥2 ≤ d

dt
∥v∥2 + ν|Av|2 ≤ min

{
|g|2

ν
,
|gµ̃|2

ν
+ µ̃2 |g̃|2

ν

}
≤ ν3 min{g2, g2µ̃ + µg̃2}

Integrating over [0, T ] yields

∥v(t)∥2 + ν

∫ T

0

|Av(t)|2dt ≤ |v0|2 +
1

ν

∫ T

0

min
{
|g(t)|2, |gµ̃(t)|2 + µ̃2|g̃(t)|2

}
dt,
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for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T . On the other hand, Grönwall’s inequality implies

∥v(t)∥2 ≤ ∥v0∥2e−νt + ν2 min{g2, g2µ̃ + µg̃2}(1− e−νt).

This establishes the first two inequalities.
We may alternatively proceed by observing that energy balance can also be written as

1

2

d

dt
∥v∥2 + ν|Av|2 = (g,Av)− ∥v∥2M + ∥(I − PK)v∥2M

=
(
gµ̃, Av

)
+ µ̃ (g̃, Av)− ∥v∥2M + ∥(I − PK)v∥2M .

Observe that (2.5) implies ∥(I − PK)v∥2M ≤ K−2|Av|2M . Now recall that if µ1 > µ2, then
(4.15) holds and λ1 > 0. Also, recall that µ̃ > 0, so that we may alternatively estimate

µ̃| (g̃, Av) | ≤ µ̃∥g̃∥∥v∥ ≤ µ̃2

2λ1
∥g̃∥2 + λ1

2
∥v∥2.

Combining these observations and estimating the remaining terms as before yields

d

dt
∥v∥2 + ν|Av|2 + λ1∥v∥2 ≤ |g|2

ν
,

and

d

dt
∥v∥2 +

(
ν − λ2

K2

)
|Av|2 + λ1∥v∥2 ≤ |gµ̃|2

ν
+

µ̃2

νλ1

|g̃|2

ν
.

Since K is assumed to satisfy (4.16), we deduce

∥v(t)∥2 ≤ e−λ1t∥v0∥2 +
ν3

λ1
min

{
g2, g2µ̃ +

µ̃2

νλ1
g̃2

}
,

as desired. □

We immediately deduce the following.

Corollary 4.2.2. Let v0 = (v10 , v
2
0) ∈ V × V . Then

sup
t≥t0

∥v(t)∥2 ≤ 2ν2 min{g2, g2µ̃ + µg̃2}, (4.19)

where

t0 ≥ 1

ν
ln

(
∥v0∥2

ν2 min{g2, g2µ̃ + µg̃2}

)
. (4.20)

Moreover, if λ1 > 0, µ̃ = λ1, and K satisfies (4.16), then

sup
t≥t0

∥v(t)∥2 ≤ 2ν2 min

{
ν

λ1
g2,

ν

λ1
g2µ̃ + g̃2

}
(4.21)

such that

t0 ≥ 1

λ1
ln

 ∥v0∥2

ν2 min
{

ν
λ1
g2, ν

λ1
g2µ̃ + g̃2

}
 . (4.22)

4.3. Mutual Direct-Replacement Intertwinement. Let us now consider the direct-
replacement intertwinement corresponding to the matrices M ∈ Mmut

θ . For g1, g2 ∈
L∞(0,∞;H), define

gθ :=
supt≥0 |gθ(t)|

ν2
, gθ := θ2g1 + θ1g2, θ1 + θ2 = 1. (4.23)

Due to the symmetry in M ∈ Mmut
θ , we may assume that 0 ≤ θ1 ≤ θ2 without loss of

generality.
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4.3.1. Preliminaries. We introduce a change of variables that will be convenient for the
analysis and collect some useful preliminary facts. To this end, let

w = v1 − v2, h = g1 − g2. (4.24)

Then the system governing w is given by

∂tw + νAw = h−QK(B(v1, v1)−B(v2, v2)). (4.25)

Next, we define the “twisted variable” vθ given by

vθ = θ2v1 + θ1v2. (4.26)

Observe that

B(v1, v1)−B(v2, v2) = θ1(B(v1, v1)−B(v2, v2))− (1− θ1)(B(v2, v2)−B(v1, v1))

= θ1(B(w,w) +DB(v2)w)− (1− θ1)(B(w,w)−DB(v1)(w))

= (2θ1 − 1)B(w,w) +DB(θ1v2 + (1− θ1)v1)w, (4.27)

Then, using the fact that θ1 + θ2 = 1, we obtain

∂tw + νAw = h− (θ1 − θ2)QKB(w,w)−QKDB(vθ)w. (4.28)

Whenever θ1 ̸= 0, we introduce the rescaled variables

wθ =
√
θ1θ2w, hθ =

√
θ1θ2h. (4.29)

Then we can also rewrite (4.28) as

∂twθ + νAwθ = hθ −
θ1 − θ2√

θ1θ2
QKB(wθ, wθ)−QKDB(vθ)wθ. (4.30)

Now, for

p = PKw, q = QKw, pθ = PKwθ, qθ = QKwθ, gθ = θ2g1 + θ1g2, (4.31)

we have, for any θ1, θ2 ≥ 0 such that θ1 + θ2 = 1:

∂tv
θ + νAvθ + θ2B(v1, v1) + θ1B(v2, v2) = gθ. (4.32)

Thus, for θ1 = 0:

∂tp+ νAp = PKh

∂tq + νAq = QKh− (θ1 − θ2)QKB(w,w)−QKDB(vθ)w;
(4.33)

and for θ1 ̸= 0:

∂tpθ + νApθ = PKhθ

∂tqθ + νAqθ = QKhθ −
θ1 − θ2√

θ1θ2
QKB(wθ, wθ)−QKDB(vθ)wθ.

(4.34)

Focusing now on the left-hand side of (4.32), we see that

θ2B(v1, v1) + θ1B(v2, v2)

= B(θ2v1, v1) +B(θ1v2, v2)

= B(vθ, v1)−B(θ1v2, v1) +B(θ1v2, θ2v2) +B(θ1v2, θ1v2)

= B(vθ, θ2v1) +B(vθ, θ1v1)

− θ1θ2B(v2, v1)− θ21B(v2, v1) + θ1θ2B(v2, v2) + θ21B(v2, v2)

= B(vθ, vθ)−B(vθ, θ1v2)

+ θ2θ1B(v1, v1)− θ1θ2B(v2, v1) + θ1θ2B(v2, v2) + θ21B(v2, v2)

= B(vθ, vθ)− θ2θ1B(v1, v2) + θ2θ1B(v1, v1)− θ1θ2B(v2, v1) + θ1θ2B(v2, v2)

= B(vθ, vθ) + θ2θ1B(v1, w)− θ1θ2B(v2, w)

= B(vθ, vθ) + θ1θ2B(w,w).
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Therefore (4.32) reduces to

∂tv
θ + νAvθ +B(vθ, vθ) = gθ −B(wθ, wθ). (4.35)

Remark 4.3.1. Note that the “twisted variable,” vθ, is simply obtained by taking multiplying
the left eigenvector, (θ2, θ1), of the intertwining matrix corresponding to eigenvalue zero with
v. This is the reason for the fortuitous cancellations seen above.

Summary. When θ1 = 0, we may write the system satisfied by (vθ, w) as

∂tv
θ + νAvθ +B(vθ, vθ) = gθ

∂tw + νAw = h+QKB(w,w)−QKDB(vθ)w,
(4.36)

which, upon combining (4.33) and (4.35), we may equivalently rewrite as

∂tv
θ + νAvθ +B(vθ, vθ) = gθ

∂tp+ νAp = PKh

∂tq + νAq = QKh+QKB(w,w)−QKDB(vθ)w.

(4.37)

When θ1 ̸= 0, we may equivalently consider the system satisfied by (vθ, wθ) given by

∂tv
θ + νAvθ +B(vθ, vθ) = gθ −B(wθ, wθ)

∂twθ + νAwθ = hθ −
θ1 − θ2√

θ1θ2
QKB(wθ, wθ)−QKDB(vθ)wθ,

(4.38)

which, upon combining (4.34) and (4.35), we may equivalently rewrite as

∂tv
θ + νAvθ +B(vθ, vθ) = gθ −B(wθ, wθ)

∂tpθ + νApθ = PKhθ

∂tqθ + νAqθ = QKhθ −
θ1 − θ2√

θ1θ2
QKB(wθ, wθ)−QKDB(vθ)wθ.

(4.39)

Energy balances. When θ1 = 0, the energy balance for (4.36) is given by

1

2

d

dt
|vθ|2 + ν∥vθ∥2 =

(
gθ, vθ

)
1

2

d

dt
|w|2 + ν∥w∥2 = (h,w) + b(w,w, q)− b(vθ, w, q) + b(w, q, vθ).

(4.40)

From (4.37), we equivalently obtain the energy balance

1

2

d

dt
|vθ|2 + ν∥vθ∥2 =

(
gθ, vθ

)
1

2

d

dt
∥p∥2 + ν|Ap|2 = (h,Ap)

1

2

d

dt
|q|2 + ν∥q∥2 = (h, q) + b(p, p, q) + b(q, p, q)

− b(vθ, p, q) + b(p, q, vθ) + b(q, q, vθ).

(4.41)

When θ1 ̸= 0, the energy balance for (4.38) is given by

1

2

d

dt
|vθ|2 + ν∥vθ∥2 =

(
gθ, vθ

)
− b(wθ, pθ, v

θ)− b(wθ, qθ), v
θ)

1

2

d

dt
|wθ|2 + ν∥wθ∥2 = (hθ, wθ)−

θ1 − θ2√
θ1θ2

b(wθ, wθ, qθ)

− b(vθ, wθ, qθ) + b(wθ, qθ, v
θ).

(4.42)



22

From (4.39), we equivalently obtain the energy balance

1

2

d

dt
|vθ|2 + ν∥vθ∥2 =

(
gθ, vθ

)
− b(pθ, pθ, v

θ)− b(qθ, pθ, v
θ)

− b(pθ, qθ, v
θ)− b(qθ, qθ, v

θ)

1

2

d

dt
∥pθ∥2 + ν|Apθ|2 = (hθ, Apθ)

1

2

d

dt
|qθ|2 + ν∥qθ∥2 = (hθ, qθ)−

θ1 − θ2√
θ1θ2

b(pθ, pθ, qθ)−
θ1 − θ2√

θ1θ2
b(qθ, pθ, qθ)

− b(vθ, pθ, qθ) + b(pθ, qθ, v
θ) + b(qθ, qθ, v

θ).

(4.43)

It is from these formulations of (1.15) that we will establish apriori estimates. In particu-
lar, in obtaining bounds for (vθ, w) when θ1 = 0 and (vθ, wθ) when θ1 ̸= 0, we automatically
obtain bounds for (v1, v2). Ultimately, we will do so by obtaining bounds for (vθ, p, q) and
(vθ, pθ, qθ).

4.3.2. Apriori estimates. To this end, the first bound we establish is based on the obser-
vation from (4.37), (4.39) that the low modes of the difference, p = PKw, satisfies a heat
equation. Thus, the low-mode evolution of w obeys the bounds asserted by Theorem 2.0.2.
In particular, p exists independently of the solution theory of (1.15).

Lastly, we note that although the case θ1 = 0 corresponds to (1.4), which was studied
in [OT03], we must develop the apriori estimates carefully in both cases to obtain precise
dependence of N on the system parameters for their subsequent application. We thus carry
out the analysis in both cases for clarity and completeness.

Lemma 4.3.2. Suppose that θ1 = 0. Given g1, g2 ∈ L∞(0,∞;H), v10 , v
2
0 ∈ V , we have that

∥vθ(t)∥2 + ν

∫ T

0

|Av1(s)|2 ≤ ∥v01∥2 + ν2

(
supt≥0 |g1(t)|

ν2

)2

,

holds for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T , and any T > 0. Moreover

sup
t≥t0

∥vθ(t)∥2 ≤ 2ν2g20, (4.44)

whenever t0 satisifes

t0 ≥ 1

ν
ln+

(
∥v10∥2

ν2g20

)
. (4.45)

On the other hand, for p = PKv1 − PKv2 and q = QKv1 − QKv2 one has the following
differential inequality

d

dt
∥q∥2 + ν|Aq|2 ≤ 8ν3

(
|h|
ν2

)2

+ 4(C2
L + CA)K

(
∥vθ∥
ν

)2

ν∥p∥2

+ 12ν

CA

(
∥p∥
ν

)2

+ 36

(
C4

L +
C2

A

K2

)(
∥vθ∥
ν

)4
 ∥q∥2, (4.46)

for all t > 0. In particular

sup
0≤t≤T

∥q(t)∥2 +
∫ T

0

|Aq(t)|2dt < ∞,

for all T > 0.

Next, we state apriori bounds in the case θ1 ̸= 0.
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Lemma 4.3.3. Suppose that θ1 ̸= 0. Given g1, g2 ∈ L∞(0,∞;H), v10 , v
2
0 ∈ V , we have that

sup
0≤t≤T

(
|vθ(t)|2 + |wθ(t)|2

)
+ ν

∫ T

0

(
∥vθ(t)∥2 + ∥wθ(t)∥2

)
dt < ∞

and

sup
0≤t≤T

(
∥vθ(t)∥2 + ∥wθ(t)∥2

)
+

∫ T

0

(
|Avθ(t)|2 + |Awθ(t)|2

)
dt < ∞,

hold for all T > 0.

Let us now prove Theorem 4.3.2 and Theorem 4.3.3.

Proof of Theorem 4.3.2. Observe that since θ1 = 0, we have vθ = v1, g
θ = g1, and θ1− θ2 =

−1. In particular v1 satisfies (1.1). Upon taking the inner product of (4.37) with Av1, Ap,
and Aq, respectively, then making use of the identity (2.11) we obtain the the following
enstrophy balance:

1

2

d

dt
∥v1∥2 + ν|Av1|2 = (g1, Av1)

1

2

d

dt
∥p∥2 + ν|Ap|2 = (h,Ap)

1

2

d

dt
∥q∥2 + ν|Aq|2 = (h,Aq) +

(
b(p, p,Aq) + b(p, q, Aq) + b(q, p, Aq)

− b(v1, p, Aq)− b(p, v1, Aq)− b(v1, q, Aq)− b(q, v1, Aq)
)
.

(4.47)

From (4.47), we apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Gronwall’s inequality to obtain

d

dt
∥v1∥2 + ν|Av1|2 ≤ |g1|2

ν
.

Thus

∥v1(t)∥2 + ν

∫ t

0

|Av1(s)|2 ≤ ∥v10∥2 + ν2

(
supt≥0 |g1(t)|

ν2

)2

, (4.48)

for all t ≥ 0, and

∥v1(t)∥2 ≤ e−νt∥v10∥2 + ν2g20, (4.49)

where g0 is defined by (4.23). Upon choosing t0 ≥ 0 satisfying (4.45), we obtain (4.44).
Next, we estimate ∥q∥2. For this, we apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Hölder’s

inequality, (2.5), (2.2), (2.1), and Young’s inequality to obtain

| (h,Aq) | ≤ 8ν3
(
|h|
ν2

)2

+
ν

32
|Aq|2 (4.50)

|b(p, p,Aq)| ≤ C
1/2
A |Ap|1/2|p|1/2∥p∥|Aq| ≤ C

1/2
A K1/2∥p∥3/2|p|1/2|Aq|

≤ 8CAKν3
(
∥p∥
ν

)4

+
ν

32
|Aq|2. (4.51)

On the other hand, observe that

b(p, q, Aq) + b(q, p, Aq) = b(∂jp, q, ∂jq) + b(∂jq, p, ∂jq) + b(q, ∂jp, ∂jq)
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Then by repeated application of Hölder’s inequality, (2.2), (2.5), and Young’s inequality, we
estimate

|b(∂jp, q, ∂jq)| ≤ C
1/2
A ∥Ap∥1/2∥p∥1/2∥q∥2 ≤ C

1/2
A K∥p∥∥q∥2

≤ C
1/2
A ∥p∥∥q∥|Aq| ≤ 4CA

(
∥p∥
ν

)2

ν∥q∥2 + ν

16
|Aq|2

|b(∂j , q, p, ∂jq)| ≤ 4CA

(
∥p∥
ν

)2

ν∥q∥2 + ν

16
|Aq|2

|b(q, ∂jp, ∂jq)| ≤ 4CA

(
∥p∥
ν

)2

ν∥q∥2 + ν

16
|Aq|2,

which implies

|b(p, q, Aq) + b(q, p, Aq)| ≤ 12CAν

(
∥p∥
ν

)2

∥q∥2 + 3ν

16
|Aq|2. (4.52)

Similarly

|b(v1, p, Aq)| ≤ CL∥v1∥1/2|v1|1/2|Ap|1/2∥p∥1/2|Aq| ≤ CLK
1/2∥v1∥1/2|v1|1/2|p||Aq|

≤ 4C2
LK

(
∥v1∥|v1|

ν2

)
ν∥p∥2 + ν

16
|Aq|2

|b(p, v1, Aq)| ≤ C
1/2
A |Ap|1/2|p|1/2∥v1∥|Aq| ≤ C

1/2
A K1/2∥p∥1/2|p|1/2∥v1∥|Aq|

≤ 4CAK

(
∥v1∥
ν

)2

ν∥p∥2 + ν

16
|Aq|2,

which implies

|b(v1, p, Aq) + b(p, v1, Aq)| ≤ 4(C2
L + CA)K

(
∥v1∥
ν

)2

ν∥p∥2 + ν

8
|Aq|2 (4.53)

Lastly

|b(v1, q, Aq)| ≤ CL∥v1∥1/2|v1|1/2∥∇q∥1/2∥q∥1/2|Aq| ≤ CL∥v1∥1/2|v1|1/2∥q∥1/2|Aq|3/2

≤ 432C4
L

(
∥v1∥|v1|

ν2

)2

ν∥q∥2 + ν

16
|Aq|2

|b(q, v1, Aq)| ≤ C
1/2
A |q|1/2∥v1∥|Aq|3/2 ≤

C
1/2
A

K1/2
∥q∥1/2∥v1∥|Aq|3/2

≤ 432C2
A

K2

(
∥v1∥
ν

)4

ν∥q∥2 + ν

16
|Aq|2,

which implies

|b(v1, q, Aq) + b(q, v1, Aq)| ≤ 432

(
C4

L +
C2

A

K2

)(
∥v1∥
ν

)4

ν∥q∥2 + ν

8
|Aq|2. (4.54)

Finally, we combine (4.50), (4.51), (4.52), (4.53), (4.54) to arrive at

d

dt
∥q∥2 + ν|Aq|2 ≤ 8ν3

(
|h|
ν2

)2

+ 4(C2
L + CA)K

(
∥v1∥
ν

)2

ν∥p∥2

+ 12ν

CA

(
∥p∥
ν

)2

+ 36

(
C4

L +
C2

A

K2

)(
∥v1∥
ν

)4
 ∥q∥2.

Application of (4.49), (2.17), followed by Gronwall’s inequality yields finiteness of ∥q(t)∥
and

∫ t

0
|Aq(s)|2ds, for all t > 0. □

Proof of Theorem 4.3.3. Suppose θ1 ̸= 0. We control (vθ, wθ) in H first, then V .
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Step 1: Control of (vθ, wθ) in H. From (4.42), one obtains the total energy balance for
(vθ, wθ) to be

1

2

d

dt

(
|vθ|2 + |wθ|2

)
+ ν

(
∥vθ∥2 + ∥wθ∥2

)
=
(
gθ, vθ

)
+ b(wθ, pθ, v

θ)

+ (hθ, wθ)−
θ1 − θ2√

θ1θ2
b(wθ, pθ, qθ)− b(vθ, pθ, qθ). (4.55)

We now estimate the terms of the right-hand side. First, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
and Young’s inequality, we obtain

|
(
gθ, vθ

)
| ≤ |gθ||vθ| ≤ 4|gθ|2

ν
+

ν

16
|vθ|2

| (hθ, wθ) | ≤ |hθ||wθ| ≤
4|hθ|2

ν
+

ν

16
|wθ|2.

On the other hand, we treat the trilinear terms with Hölder’s inequality, (2.2), (2.5), and
Young’s inequality to deduce

|b(wθ, pθ, v
θ)| ≤ CL∥wθ∥1/2|wθ|1/2∥pθ∥∥vθ∥1/2|vθ|1/2

≤ ν

8
∥wθ∥2 +

3C
4/3
L

25/3ν1/3
|wθ|2/3∥pθ∥2/3∥vθ∥2/3|vθ|2/3

≤ ν

8

(
∥wθ∥2 + ∥vθ∥2

)
+

9C2
L

4

(
∥pθ∥
ν

)
ν
(
|wθ|2 + |vθ|2

)
|b(vθ, pθ, qθ)| ≤ CL∥vθ∥1/2|vθ|1/2|Apθ|1/2∥pθ∥1/2|qθ|

≤ CL

K1/2
∥vθ∥1/2|vθ|1/2∥pθ∥∥qθ∥

≤ ν

8
∥wθ∥2 +

4C2
L

νK1/2
∥vθ∥|vθ|∥pθ∥2

≤ ν

8

(
∥wθ∥2 + ∥vθ∥2

)
+

32C4
L

K

(
∥pθ∥
ν

)4

ν|vθ|2

|θ1 − θ2|√
θ1θ2

|b(wθ, pθ, qθ)| ≤
|θ1 − θ2|√

θ1θ2
|C1/2

A |wθ|∥Apθ∥1/2∥pθ∥1/2|qθ|

≤ |θ1 − θ2|√
θ1θ2

C
1/2
A |wθ|∥pθ∥∥qθ∥

≤ ν

8
∥wθ∥2 + 2CA

|θ1 − θ2|2

θ1θ2

(
∥pθ∥
ν

)2

ν|wθ|2

Combining these estimates, we deduce

d

dt

(
|vθ|2 + |wθ|2

)
+ ν

(
∥vθ∥2 + ∥wθ∥2

)
≤ 8ν3

( |gθ|
ν2

)2

+

(
|hθ|
ν2

)2
 (4.56)

+

9C2
L

2
+

[
64C4

L

K

(
∥pθ∥
ν

)2

+ 4CA
|θ1 − θ2|2

θ1θ2

](
∥pθ∥
ν

)
(
∥pθ∥
ν

)
ν
(
|vθ|2 + |wθ|2

)
.

An application of Theorem 2.0.2 and Gronwall’s inequality then yields

sup
0≤t≤T

(
|vθ(t)|2 + |wθ(t)|2

)
+ ν

∫ T

0

(
∥vθ(t)∥2 + ∥wθ(t)∥2

)
dt < ∞, (4.57)

for all T > 0.
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Step 2: Control of (vθ, wθ) in V . Upon taking the H-inner product of Avθ and Awθ with
their respective equations in (4.38), we obtain the enstrophy balance

1

2

d

dt
∥vθ∥2 + ν|Avθ|2 =

(
gθ, Avθ

)
− b(wθ, pθ, Avθ)− b(wθ, qθ, Avθ)

1

2

d

dt
∥wθ∥2 + ν|Awθ|2 = (hθ, Awθ)−

θ1 − θ2√
θ2θ1

b(wθ, wθ, Aqθ)− b(vθ, wθ, Aqθ)− b(wθ, v
θ, Aqθ).

Observe that

− b(wθ, qθ, Avθ)

= −
(
(∂jw

k
θ )(∂kq

ℓ
θ), ∂j(v

θ)ℓ
)
−
(
wk

θ∂k∂jq
ℓ
θ, ∂j(v

θ)ℓ
)

= −
(
(∂jw

k
θ )(∂kq

ℓ
θ), ∂j(v

θ)ℓ
)
+
(
∂jw

k
θ∂k∂jq

ℓ
θ, (v

θ)ℓ
)
+
(
wk

θ∂k∂
2
j q

ℓ
θ, (v

θ)ℓ
)

= −b(∂jwθ, qθ, ∂jv
θ) + b(∂jwθ, ∂jqθ, v

θ) + b(wθ, v
θ, Aqθ).

On the other hand

− b(vθ, wθ, Aqθ)− b(wθ, v
θ, Aqθ)

= −
(
(∂j(v

θ)k)(∂kw
ℓ
θ), ∂jq

ℓ
θ

)
−
(
(vθ)k∂k∂jw

ℓ
θ, ∂jq

ℓ
θ

)
− b(wθ, v

θ, Aqθ)

= −b(∂jv
θ, wθ, ∂jqθ)− b(vθ, ∂jpθ, ∂jqθ)− b(wθ, v

θ, Aqθ).

Lastly, we see that

b(wθ, wθ, Aqθ) = −b(wθ, wθ, Apθ)

b(∂jwθ, ∂jqθ, v
θ) = b(∂jwθ, v

θ, ∂jqθ)

The enstrophy balance is then equivalently given by

1

2

d

dt

(
∥vθ∥2 + ∥wθ∥2

)
+ ν

(
|Avθ|2 + |Awθ|2

)
=
(
gθ, Avθ

)
+ (hθ, Awθ) +

θ1 − θ2√
θ2θ1

b(wθ, wθ, Apθ)− b(vθ, ∂jpθ, ∂jqθ)

− b(∂jwθ, qθ, ∂jv
θ)− b(∂jwθ, v

θ, ∂jqθ)− b(∂jv
θ, wθ, ∂jqθ).

(4.58)

We now estimate the seven terms on the right-hand side above.
From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we see that

|
(
gθ, Avθ

)
| ≤ |gθ||Avθ| ≤ |gθ|2

ν
+

ν

4
|Avθ|2 (4.59)

| (hθ, Awθ) | ≤
|hθ|2

ν
+

ν

4
|Awθ|2. (4.60)

For the remaining five terms, we estimate them with repeated application of (2.2), (2.5),
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and Young’s inequality. In particular, the last three terms
can all be estimated the same way. Indeed, we have

|b(∂jwθ, qθ, ∂jv
θ)| ≤ CL|Awθ|1/2∥wθ∥1/2|Aqθ|1/2∥qθ∥1/2∥vθ∥

≤ ν

16
|Awθ|2 +

4C2
L

ν
∥vθ∥2∥wθ∥∥qθ∥

≤ ν

16
|Awθ|2 +

4C2
L

ν
∥vθ∥∥wθ∥

(
∥vθ∥2 + ∥wθ∥2

)
(4.61)

|b(∂jwθ, v
θ, ∂jqθ)| ≤

ν

16
|Awθ|2 +

4C2
L

ν
∥vθ∥∥wθ∥

(
∥vθ∥2 + ∥wθ∥2

)
(4.62)

|b(∂jvθ, wθ, ∂jqθ)| ≤
ν

16
|Awθ|2 +

4C2
L

ν
∥vθ∥∥wθ∥

(
∥vθ∥2 + ∥wθ∥2

)
(4.63)
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For the other terms, observe that

|θ1 − θ2|√
θ2θ1

|b(wθ, wθ, Apθ)| ≤
|θ1 − θ2|√

θ2θ1
|A3/2pθ|∞|wθ|2

≤ |θ1 − θ2|√
θ2θ1

C
1/2
A |A5/2pθ|1/2|A3/2pθ|1/2|wθ|2

≤ |θ1 − θ2|√
θ2θ1

C
1/2
A K3∥pθ∥|wθ|2 (4.64)

|b(vθ, ∂jpθ, ∂jqθ)| ≤ |vθ||Apθ|∞∥qθ∥

≤ C
1/2
A |vθ||A2pθ|1/2|Apθ|1/2∥qθ∥

≤ C
1/2
A K|vθ|∥pθ∥|Aqθ|

≤ 4CAK
2

ν
∥pθ∥2|vθ|2 +

ν

16
|Awθ|2. (4.65)

Upon returning to (4.58) and combining (4.59), (4.60), (4.61), (4.62), (4.64), (4.63), (4.65)
we obtain

d

dt

(
∥vθ∥2 + ∥wθ∥2

)
+ ν

(
|Avθ|2 + |Awθ|2

)
≤ ν3

( |gθ|
ν2

)
+

(
|hθ|
ν2

)+
12C2

L

ν
∥vθ∥∥wθ∥

(
∥vθ∥2 + ∥wθ∥2

)

+ 2C
1/2
A K2

[
|θ1 − θ2|√

θ2θ1
K + 4C

1/2
A

(
∥pθ∥
ν

)](
∥pθ∥
ν

)
ν
(
|vθ|2 + |wθ|2

)
.

It then follows from Theorem 2.0.2, (4.57), and Gronwall’s inequality that

sup
0≤t≤T

(
∥vθ(t)∥2 + ∥wθ(t)∥2

)
+

∫ T

0

(
|Avθ(t)|2 + |Awθ(t)|2

)
dt < ∞,

for all T > 0. □

We end this section by establishing refined estimates under the assumption that |h(t)| → 0
as t → ∞.

Lemma 4.3.4. Suppose that |h(t)| → 0 as t → ∞. If K > 0 satisfies

K ≥ 64
√
6(CS ∨ C

1/2
A ) ln(e+K)

1/2
gθ, (4.66)

then

lim sup
t→∞

(
∥vθ(t)∥2 + ∥wθ(t)∥2

)
≤ 96ν2g2θ. (4.67)

Proof. By hypothesis, we may choose t0 = t0(K, θ) such that

sup
t≥t0

∥p(t)∥ ≤ ν, sup
t≥t0

|h(t)| ≤ ν2
gθ√
θ2θ1

, (4.68)

and

sup
t≥t0

9C2
L

2
+

[
64C4

L

K

(
∥pθ(t)∥

ν

)2

+ 4CA
|θ1 − θ2|2

θ1θ2

](
∥pθ(t)∥

ν

)
(
∥pθ(t)∥

ν

)
≤ 1

2
(4.69)

and

sup
t≥t0

C
1/2
A K2

[
|θ1 − θ2|√

θ2θ1
K + 4C

1/2
A

(
∥pθ(t)∥

ν

)](
∥pθ(t)∥

ν

)
≤ 1

64
(4.70)
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Upon returning to (4.56) and applying (4.69), (4.68), we obtain

d

dt

(
|vθ|2 + |wθ|2

)
+

ν

2

(
∥vθ∥2 + ∥wθ∥2

)
≤ 16ν3g2θ,

for all t > t0. Thus, there exists t1 ≥ t0 sufficiently large such that

sup
t≥t1

(
|vθ(t)|2 + |wθ(t)|2

)
≤ 32ν2g2θ. (4.71)

and ∫ t

t1

(
∥vθ(s)∥2 + ∥wθ(s)∥2

)
ds ≤ 64νg2θ + 32ν2g2θ(t− t1).

In particular, there exists a positive measure set of times T such that

T = {t ≥ t1 : ∥vθ(t)∥2 + ∥wθ(t)∥2 ≤ 96ν2g2θ}.

Fix t′1 ∈ T and define

τ1 := inf{t ≥ t′1 : ∥vθ(t)∥2 + ∥wθ(t)∥2 > 96ν2g2θ} (4.72)

We claim that τ1 = ∞. Suppose to the contrary that τ1 < ∞.
From now on, let t ∈ [t′1, τ1]. First observe that we may alternatively estimate (4.61).

Indeed, observe that by orthogonality and (2.9), we have

b(∂jwθ, qθ, ∂jv
θ) = b(∂jpθ, qθ, ∂jv

θ)− b(∂jqθ, ∂jv
θ, qθ).

Then

|b(∂jpθ, qθ, ∂jvθ)| ≤ CS ln(e+K)
1/2|Apθ|∥qθ∥∥vθ∥

≤ CS ln(e+K)
1/2

K
∥vθ∥|Apθ||Aqθ|

≤ CS ln(e+K)
1/2

K
∥vθ∥|Awθ|2

≤ 4
√
6CS ln(e+K)

1/2
gθ

K
ν|Awθ|2

≤ ν

16

(
|Awθ|2 + |Avθ|2

)
,

and

|b(∂jqθ, ∂jvθ, qθ)| ≤ C
1/2
A ∥qθ∥|Avθ||Aqθ|1/2|qθ|1/2

≤
C

1/2
A

K
∥qθ∥|Avθ||Aqθ|

≤
2
√
6C

1/2
A gθ

K
ν
(
|Awθ|2 + |Avθ|2

)
≤ ν

16

(
|Awθ|2 + |Avθ|2

)
,

where we have applied both (4.72) and (4.66). Similarly, for (4.62), (4.63), we have

|b(∂jwθ, v
θ, ∂jqθ)| ≤

ν

16

(
|Awθ|2 + |Avθ|2

)
|b(∂jvθ, wθ, ∂jqθ)| ≤

ν

16

(
|Awθ|2 + |Avθ|2

)
.
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Treating all other terms in (4.58) the same way as Step 2 of Theorem 4.3.3, but additionally
invoking (4.68), (4.71), and (4.72), we arrive at

d

dt

(
∥vθ∥2 + ∥wθ∥2

)
+ ν

(
|Avθ|2 + |Awθ|2

)
≤ 2ν3

( |gθ|
ν2

)2

+

(
|hθ|
ν2

)2

+ 64C
1/2
A K2

[
|θ1 − θ2|√

θ2θ1
K + 4C

1/2
A

(
∥pθ∥
ν

)](
∥pθ∥
ν

)
g2θ

 ,

for all t ∈ [t′1, τ1]. From (4.68) and (4.70), we therefore deduce

d

dt

(
∥vθ∥2 + ∥wθ∥2

)
+ ν

(
|Avθ|2 + |Awθ|2

)
≤ 6ν3g2θ.

By Gronwall’s inequality, we deduce

sup
t∈[t′1,τ1]

(
∥vθ(t)∥2 + ∥wθ(t)∥2

)
≤ 6ν2g2θ < 96ν2g2θ,

which contradicts the definition of τ1. We conclude that τ1 = ∞. In particular, we have

sup
t≥t′1

(
∥vθ(t)∥2 + ∥wθ(t)∥2

)
≤ 96ν2g2θ, (4.73)

for any t′1 ∈ T .
□

4.4. Symmetric Direct-Replacement Intertwinement. For convenience, let us recall
that the symmetric direct-replacement intertwinement is given by

∂tv1 + νAv1 +B(v1, v1) = g1 + θ1PKB(v1, v1)− θ2PKB(v2, v2)

∂tv2 + νAv2 +B(v2, v2) = g2 − θ2PKB(v1, v1) + θ1PKB(v2, v2),
(4.74)

where θ1 + θ2 = 1.

4.4.1. Preliminaries. We consider new variables

z = v1 + v2, w = v1 − v2, k = g1 + g2, h = g1 − g2. (4.75)

Observe that

v1 =
z + w

2
, v2 =

z − w

2
,

which in particular implies

B(v1, v1) +B(v2, v2) =
1

2
B(z, z) +

1

2
B(w,w)

B(v1, v1)−B(v2, v2) =
1

2

(
B(z, w) +B(w, z)

)
Then (4.74) becomes

∂tz + νAz +
1

2
B(z, z) +

1

2
B(w,w) = k +

θ1 − θ2
2

(
PKB(z, z) + PKB(w,w)

)
∂tw + νAw +

1

2
QKDB(z)w = h

(4.76)

Proceeding further, let

r = PKz, s = QKz, p = PKw, q = QKw. (4.77)
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Then z = r + s, w = p+ q, and

∂tr + νAr + θ2PKB(r, r) + θ2PKDB(s)r = PKk − θ2PKB(s, s)− θ2PKB(p+ q, p+ q)

∂ts+ νAs+
1

2
QKB(s, s) +

1

2
QKDB(r)s = QKk − 1

2
QKB(r, r)− 1

2
QKB(p+ q, p+ q)

∂tp+ νAp = PKh

∂tq + νAq +
1

2
QKDB(r + s)q = QKh− 1

2
QKDB(r + s)p

(4.78)

The energy balance becomes

1

2

d

dt
|z|2 + ν∥z∥2 = (k, z) +

θ1 − θ2
2

b(z, s, r) +
θ1 − θ2

2
b(w,w, r)− 1

2
b(w,w, z)

1

2

d

dt
|w|2 + ν∥w∥2 = (h,w)− 1

2
b(z, p, q)− 1

2
b(w, z, q)

(4.79)

Subsequently, the total energy balance is given by

1

2

d

dt

(
|z|2 + |w|2

)
+ ν∥z∥2 + ν∥w∥2 = (k, z) + (h,w)

+
θ1 − θ2

2
b(z, s, r) +

θ1 − θ2
2

b(w,w, r)− 1

2
b(w, p, z)− 1

2
b(z, p, q) (4.80)

Lastly, by Theorem 2.0.2, observe that the low modes, p, of w always satisfies

d

dt
∥p∥2 + ν|Ap|2 ≤ ν3

(
supt≥0 |h(t)|

ν2

)2

, (4.81)

and for any t0 ≥ 0

sup
t≥t0

∥p(t)∥2 ≤ ∥p(t0)∥2 + ν2

(
supt≥t0 |h(t)|

ν2

)2

.

For convenience, we set

h(t0) :=
supt≥t0 |h(t)|

ν2
, h := h(0),

p(t0)
2 :=

(
∥p(t0)∥

ν

)2

+ h(t0)
2, p := p(0).

(4.82)

Then (4.81) implies

sup
t≥t0

∥p(t)∥2 ≤ p(t0)
2ν2, (4.83)

and

ν

∫ t

t0

|Ap(s)|2ds ≤ p(t0)
2ν2 + h(t0)

2(t− t0)ν
3, (4.84)

for all 0 ≤ t0 ≤ t. It will also be useful to define

k(t0) :=
supt≥t0 |k(t)|

ν2
, k := k(0). (4.85)

Observe that

k ≤
√
2g. (4.86)

We will distinguish two special cases: one when θ1 = 1, θ2 = 0, which yields

∂tz + νAz +
1

2
QKB(z, z) = k − 1

2
QKB(w,w)

∂tw + νAw +
1

2
QKDB(z)w = h,

(4.87)
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and the other when θ1 = θ2, which yields

∂tz + νAz +
1

2
B(z, z) = k − 1

2
B(w,w)

∂tw + νAw +
1

2
QKDB(z)w = h.

(4.88)

Ultimately, we will treat these special cases separately, then develop global bounds for small
perturbations from these cases.

4.4.2. Local-in-time Apriori estimates. First, we will establish estimates that ensure a local
existence theory that is unconditional. For this and for the remainder of the section, it will
be convenient to have the following estimate in hand:

Lemma 4.4.1. For any k, h ∈ H,and s, q ∈ D(A), we have

| (k,As) |+ | (h,Aq) | ≤ 1

2δν

(
|k|2 + |h|2

)
+

δν

2

(
|As|2 + |Aq|2

)
,

for any δ > 0 and ν > 0.

Lemma 4.4.2. Let v01 , v
0
2 ∈ V , g1, g2 ∈ L∞(0,∞;H), and θ1 + θ2 = 1. There exists T∗

depending only on ∥v01∥, ∥v02∥ and g such that

sup
0≤t≤T∗/2

(
∥z(t)∥2 + ∥w(t)∥2

ν2

)

≤
1 + ∥z0∥2+∥w0∥2

ν2

1−
(
4 supt≥0

|k(t)|2+|h(t)|2
ν4 + 8C4

L + 9C4
A

)(
1 + ∥z0∥2+∥w0∥2

ν2

)
(νT∗)

. (4.89)

Moreover

ν

∫ T∗/2

0

(
|Az(s)|2 + |Aw(s)|2

)
ds < ∞. (4.90)

These bounds can be used to develop time-derivative estimates which then eventually
imply local well-posedness. However, we do not provide additional details for this. We refer
the reader to the discussion at the end of Section 1.1.1.

Theorem 4.4.3. Let v01 , v
0
2 ∈ V , g1, g2 ∈ L∞(0,∞;H), and θ1+θ2 = 1. Then there exists T∗

such that v ∈ (C([0, T );H) ∩ L2(0, T ;D(A)))2, for all T < T∗. Moreover, limt→T∗ ∥v(t)∥ =
∞, whenever T∗ < ∞.

Note that T∗ in Theorem 4.4.3 is referred to as the maximal time of existence. From
Theorem 4.4.2, we also deduce that the following stopping time is well-defined.

Corollary 4.4.4. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 4.4.2, let T∗ denote the maximal time
of local existence. Then the following stopping time is well-defined for any given m > 0:

tm := inf
{
t ≤ T∗/2 : ∥z(t)∥2 + ∥w(t)∥2 ≤ m2ν2

}
. (4.91)

Let us now prove Theorem 4.4.2.

Proof of Theorem 4.4.2. Let us consider the system written in the form (4.76) and observe
that since θ1 + θ2 = 1, then

∂tz + νAz = k − θ2
(
QKB(z, z) +QKB(w,w)

)
∂tw + νAw = h− 1

2
QKDB(z)w.

(4.92)
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Then, upon taking the H-inner product with Az,Aw, respectively, and summing the result,
we obtain

1

2

d

dt

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
+ ν

(
|Az|2 + |Aw|2

)
= (k,Az) + (h,Aw)− θ2b(z, z, As)− θ2b(w,w,As)− 1

2
b(z, w,Aq)− 1

2
b(w, z,Aq). (4.93)

The first two trilinear terms on the right-hand side of (4.93) are then estimated using
Hölder’s inequality, (2.2), and Young’s inequality to obtain

|θ2||b(z, z, As)| ≤ CA|θ2||Az|1/2|z|1/2∥z∥|As| ≤ θ22
C2

A

ν
|Az||z|∥z∥2 + ν

8
|As|2

≤ θ42
C4

A

ν3
|z|2∥z∥4 + ν

8

(
|Az|2 + |As|2

)
|θ2||b(w,w,As)| ≤ CA|θ2||Aw|1/2|w|1/2∥w∥|As| ≤ θ22

C2
A

ν
|Aw||w|∥w∥2 + ν

8
|As|2

≤ θ42
C4

A

ν3
|w|2∥w∥4 + ν

8

(
|Aw|2 + |As|2

)
.

In particular

|θ2||b(z, z, As)|+ θ2|b(w,w,As)|

≤ θ42C
4
A

ν3

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)3
+

3ν

8
|Az|2 + ν

8
|Aw|2. (4.94)

We next treat the terms b(z, w,Aq) and b(w, z,Aq) using Hölder’s inequality, (2.2), and
Young’s inequality to obtain

1

2
|b(z, w,Aq)| ≤ CL

2
∥z∥1/2|z|1/2|Aw|1/2∥w∥1/2|Aq| ≤ 2C2

L

ν
∥z∥|z||Aw|∥w∥+ ν

32
|Aq|2

≤ 8C4
L

ν3
∥z∥2|z|2∥w∥2 + ν

32

(
|Aw|2 + |Aq|2

)
1

2
|b(w, z,Aq)| ≤ CA

2
|Aw|1/2|w|1/2∥z∥|Aq| ≤ 2C2

A

ν
|Aw||w|∥z∥2 + ν

32
|Aq|2

≤ 8C4
A

ν3
|w|2∥z∥4 + ν

32

(
|Aw|2 + |Aq|2

)
.

In particular, we have

1

2
|b(z, w,Aq)|+ 1

2
|b(w, z,Aq)| ≤ 8(C4

L + C4
A)

ν3

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)3
+

ν

8
|Aw|2 (4.95)

Upon invoking Theorem 4.4.1 δ = 1/4 to estimate the first two terms on the right-hand
side of (4.93), and combining the result with (4.94), (4.95), we arrive at

d

dt

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
+ ν

(
|Az|2 + |Aw|2

)
≤ 4

ν

(
|k|2 + |h|2

)
+

8C4
L + 9C4

A

ν3

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)3
. (4.96)

An application of Grönwall’s inequality yields (4.89). On the other hand, integrating (4.96)
over [0, T ∗/2], then applying (4.89) yields (4.90). □

4.4.3. Global-in-time Apriori estimates: θ1 = 1, θ2 = 0. From (4.78), we see that r and
p satisfy heat equations. Thus, the apriori bounds asserted by Theorem 2.0.2 apply to r
and p. One may then use these apriori bounds to establish global well-posedness of the
associated initial value problem in a standard fashion. In fact, in this particular case,
global well-posedness was already established in [OT03, Theorem 3.1]. However, we present
a different analysis here for this particular case, which ultimately proceeds from a more
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unified approach that allows us to treat the cases of mutual and symmetric intertwinements
as well.

Lemma 4.4.5. Suppose that θ1 = 1. Given g1, g2 ∈ L∞(0,∞;H), v10 , v
2
0 ∈ V , we have that

sup
0≤t≤T

(
∥z(t)∥2 + ∥w(t)∥2

)
+ ν

∫ T

0

(
|Az(s)|2 + |Aw(s)|2

)
ds < ∞,

holds for all T > 0.

Proof. Upon taking the H-inner product of (4.87) with Az and Aw, respectively, invoking
(2.11), then summing the result, we obtain

1

2

d

dt

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
+ ν|Az|2 + ν|Aw|2

= (k,Az) + (h,Aw) +
1

2
b(z, z, Ar)− 1

2
b(w,w,As)− 1

2
b(w, z,Aq)− 1

2
b(z, w,Aq) (4.97)

To treat the trilinear terms above, first observe that

b(w, z,Aq) = b(w, r,Aw) + b(w, s,Aw)− b(w, z,Ap)

b(z, w,Aq) = b(r, w,Aw) + b(s, w,Aw)− b(z, w,Ap)

Then by (2.10), we have

b(w,w,As) + b(w, z,Aq) + b(z, w,Aq) = b(w, r,Aw)− b(w, z,Ap)− b(z, w,Ap).

Furthermore, by (2.11), we see that

b(z, z, Ar) = b(r, s, Ar) + b(s, r, Ar) + b(s, s, Ar)

Upon returning to (4.97) and invoking these identities, we see that the final four terms are
equivalent to the following six terms

1

2
b(r, s, Ar) +

1

2
b(s, r, Ar) +

1

2
b(s, s, Ar)− 1

2
b(w, r,Aw)− 1

2
b(w, z,Ap)− 1

2
b(z, w,Ap).

We now estimate each of these terms

1

2
|b(r, s, Ar)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥r∥∥s∥|Ar|

≤ C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥r∥2∥s∥2 + ν

16
|Az|2

1

2
|b(s, r, Ar)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2|s|∥r∥∥Ar∥ ≤ CS ln(e+K)
1/2∥s∥∥r∥|Ar|

≤ C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥r∥2∥s∥2 + ν

16
|Az|2

1

2
|b(s, s, Ar)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥s∥2|Ar| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥s∥|As|∥r∥

≤ C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥r∥2∥s∥2 + ν

16
|Az|2.
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On the other hand, we have

1

2
|b(w, r,Aw)| ≤ 1

2
|b(p, r, Aw)|+ 1

2
|b(q, r, Aw)|

≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥p∥∥r∥|Aw|+ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥q∥∥r∥|Aw|

≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥r∥2∥w∥2 + ν

16
|Aw|2

1

2
|b(w, z,Ap)| ≤ 1

2
|b(p, z, Ap)|+ 1

2
|b(q, z, Ap)|

≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥p∥∥z∥|Ap|+ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2|Aq|∥z∥∥p∥

≤ 4C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥p∥2∥z∥2 + ν

16
|Aw|2

1

2
|b(z, w,Ap)| ≤ 1

2
|b(r, w,Ap)|+ 1

2
|b(s, w,Ap)|

≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥r∥∥w∥|Ap|+ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2|As|∥w∥∥p∥

≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

ν

(
∥r∥2 + ∥p∥2

)
∥w∥2 + ν

32
|Az|2 + ν

32
|Aw|2.

Finally, upon combining the above estimates for the trilinear terms in conjunction with
Theorem 4.4.1 (applied with δ = 1/8) to treat the first two terms on the right-hand side of
(4.97), we deduce

d

dt

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
+ ν

(
|Az|2 + |Aw|2

)
− 4

ν

(
|k|2 + |h|2

)
≤ 4C2

S ln(e+K)

ν

(
∥s∥2 + ∥q∥2

)
∥r∥2 + 4C2

S ln(e+K)

ν

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
∥p∥2 (4.98)

≤ 8C2
S ln(e+K)

ν

(
∥r∥2 + ∥p∥2

)(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
(4.99)

An application of Theorem 2.0.2 and Grönwall’s inequality yields the desired estimate. □

We may also establish the following refined estimates under the assumption that |h(t)| →
0 as t → ∞.

Lemma 4.4.6. Suppose that |h(t)| → 0 as t → ∞. If K > 0 satisfies

K2 ≥ 32C2
S ln(e+K)k2 (4.100)

then

lim sup
t→∞

∥v(t)∥ ≤ 4kν.

Proof. From Theorem 2.0.2, t0 may be chosen so that

sup
t≥t0

∥r(t)∥ ≤
√
2νk.

Since |h(t)| → 0 as t → ∞, it follows from Theorem 2.0.3 that there exists t0 such that

sup
t≥t0

|h(t)| ≤
√
2

2
kν2, sup

t≥t0

∥p(t)∥ ≤ 1

4CS ln(e+K)
1/2

ν.

On the other hand, observe that by orthogonality and (2.5), we have

4C2
S ln(e+K)

ν

(
∥s∥2 + ∥q∥2

)
∥r∥2 + 4C2

S ln(e+K)

ν

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
∥p∥2

≤ 8C2
S ln(e+K)k2

K2

(
|Az|2 + |Aw|2

)
+

4C2
S ln(e+K)

ν

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
∥p∥2
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Returning to (4.98), it then follows that

d

dt

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
+

ν

2

(
|Az|2 + |Aw|2

)
≤ 8k2ν3.

An application of Grönwall’s inequality yields

∥z(t)∥2 + ∥w(t)∥2 ≤ e−(ν/2)(t−t0)
(
∥z(t0)∥2 + ∥w(t0)∥2

)
+ 16k2ν2.

For t′0 ≥ t0 sufficiently large, it follows that

sup
t≥t′0

(
∥z(t)∥2 + ∥w(t)∥2

)
≤ 32k2ν2,

as claimed. □

We now observe that Theorem 1.1.7 follows immediately from Theorem 4.4.6 and (4.86).

4.4.4. Global-Time Apriori estimates: θ1 = θ2 = 1/2. We carry out a similar analysis but
for the system (4.88) (instead of (4.87)) to prove the following.

Lemma 4.4.7. Suppose that θ1 = θ2 = 1/2. Given g1, g2 ∈ L∞(0,∞;H), v10 , v
2
0 ∈ V , we

have that

sup
0≤t≤T

(
∥z(t)∥2 + ∥w(t)∥2

)
+ ν

∫ T

0

(
|Az(s)|2 + |Aw(s)|2

)
ds < ∞,

holds for all T > 0.

Proof. Upon taking the H-inner product of (4.88) with Az and Aw, respectively, invoking
(2.11), then summing the result, we obtain

1

2

d

dt

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
+ ν|Az|2 + ν|Aw|2

= (k,Az) + (h,Aw)− 1

2
b(w,w,Az)− 1

2
b(w, z,Aq)− 1

2
b(z, w,Aq) (4.101)

To treat the last three terms, first observe that (2.10) implies

b(q, q, Az) + b(q, z, Aq) + b(z, q, Aq) = 0.

In particular, the last three terms are equivalent to the following five terms

−1

2
b(p, p,Az)− 1

2
b(p, q, Az)− 1

2
b(q, p, Az)− 1

2
b(p, z, Aq)− 1

2
b(z, p,Aq)

We now estimate each of these terms as follows:

1

2
|b(p, p,Az)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥p∥2|Az|

≤ C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥p∥2∥w∥2 + ν

16
|Az|2

1

2
|b(p, q, Az)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥p∥∥q∥|Az|

≤ C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥p∥2∥w∥2 + ν

16
|Az|2

1

2
|b(q, p, Az)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2|q||Ap||Az|

≤ C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥p∥2∥w∥2 + ν

16
|Az|2

1

2
|b(p, z, Aq)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥p∥∥z∥|Aq|

≤ C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥p∥2∥z∥2 + ν

16
|Aw|2.
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Lastly, we estimate the fifth and final term as

1

2
|b(z, p,Aq)| ≤ 1

2
|b(r, p, Aq)|+ 1

2
|b(s, p,Aq)|

≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥r∥∥p∥|Aq|+ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥s∥∥p∥|Aq|

≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥p∥2∥z∥2 + ν

16
|Aw|2

Applying these estimates in (4.101) and Theorem 4.4.1 (applied with δ = 1/8), we arrive at

d

dt

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
+ ν

(
|Az|2 + |Aw|2

)
≤ 4

ν

(
|k|2 + |h|2

)
+

6C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥p∥2

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
. (4.102)

An application of Theorem 2.0.2 and Grönwall’s inequality yields the desired estimate.
□

We may also establish the following refined estimates under the assumption that |h(t)| →
0 as t → ∞.

Lemma 4.4.8. Suppose that |h(t)| → 0 as t → ∞. Then

lim sup
t→∞

∥v(t)∥ ≤ 4kν.

Proof. Since |h(t)| → 0 as t → ∞, it follows from Theorem 2.0.3 that there exists t0 such
that

sup
t≥t0

|h(t)| ≤ kν2, sup
t≥t0

∥p(t)∥ ≤
√
6

12CS ln(e+K)
1/2

ν

Returning to (4.102), it then follows that

d

dt

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
+

ν

2

(
|Az|2 + |Aw|2

)
≤ 8k2ν3.

By Grönwall’s inequality, we have

∥z(t)∥2 + ∥w(t)∥2 ≤ e−(ν/2)(t−t0)
(
∥z0∥2 + ∥w0∥2

)
+ 16k2ν2,

For t′0 ≥ t0 sufficiently large, we therefore deduce

sup
t≥t′0

(
∥z(t)∥2 + ∥w(t)∥2

)
≤ 32k2ν2.

□

We then see that Theorem 1.1.8 follows immediately from Theorem 4.4.8 and (4.86).

4.4.5. Global-Time Apriori estimates: |θ2| ≪ 1. Next, we establish estimates and identify
conditions that guarantee global existence. To state the result, it will be helpful to introduce
the following quantities:

d2 := 1 +
∥z0∥2 + ∥w0∥2

ν2
, f2 :=

(
supt≥0 |k(t)|

ν2

)2

+

(
supt≥0 |h(t)|

ν2

)2

. (4.103)

Also

r2 := 16

(∥r0∥
ν

)2

+

(
supt≥0 |k(t)|

ν2

)2
 . (4.104)
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Lemma 4.4.9. Let v01 , v
0
2 ∈ V , g1, g2 ∈ L∞(0,∞;H), and θ1 + θ2 = 1. Let m be defined by

m2 := 16
(
1 + C2

S ln(e+K)(1 + p2)
)(

d2 + f2
)

(4.105)

Suppose that K satisfies

K ≥ e1/(8C
2
S),

CAr

K
+

16C2
S ln(e+K)

(
p2 + r2

)
K2

≤ 2. (4.106)

Further suppose that θ2 satisfies

θ22C
2
S ln(e+K)m4 ≤ 2

(
∥r0∥
ν

)2

+

(
supt≥0 |k(t)|

ν2

)2

. (4.107)

Then

sup
t≥0

(
∥z(t)∥2 + ∥w(t)∥2

)
≤ m2ν2,

and

ν

∫ t

0

(
|Az(s)|2 + |Aw(s)|2

)
ds ≤ m2ν2t

for all t ≥ 0.

Proof. For this, we consider the system written in the form (4.78). Upon taking the H-inner
product of the r-equation with Ar and invoking (2.11), we obtain

1

2

d

dt
∥r∥2 + ν|Ar|2

= (k,Ar)− θ2b(s, s, Ar)− θ2b(p+ q, p+ q, Ar)− θ2b(s, r, Ar)− θ2b(r, s, Ar) (4.108)

Let us treat the first, third, and fourth trilinear terms on the right-hand side of (4.108).
Indeed, we apply Hölder’s inequality, (2.6), and Young’s inequality to estimate

|θ2||b(s, s, Ar)| ≤ |θ2|CS ln(e+K)
1/2|s|∥s∥∥Ar∥ ≤ |θ2|CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥s∥2|Ar|

≤ 4θ22C
2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥s∥4 + ν

16
|Ar|2

|θ2||b(s, r, Ar)| ≤ |θ2|CS ln(e+K)|s|∥r∥∥Ar∥ ≤ |θ2|CS ln(e+K)
1/2∥s∥∥r∥|Ar|

≤ 4θ22C
2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥s∥2∥r∥2 + ν

16
|Ar|2

|θ2||b(r, s, Ar)| ≤ |θ2|CS ln(e+K)
1/2∥r∥∥s∥|Ar|

≤ 4θ22C
2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥s∥2∥r∥2 + ν

16
|Ar|2.

Now for the second trilinear term, observe that

b(p+ q, p+ q, Ar) = b(p, p,Ar) + b(p, q, Ar) + b(q, p, Ar) + b(q, q, Ar).
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Then

|θ2||b(p, p,Ar)| ≤ |θ2|CS ln(e+K)
1/2∥p∥2|Ar|

≤ 4θ22C
2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥p∥4 + ν

16
|Ar|2

|θ2||b(p, q, Ar)| ≤ |θ2|CS ln(e+K)
1/2∥p∥∥q∥|Ar|

≤ 4θ22C
2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥p∥2∥q∥2 + ν

16
|Ar|2

|θ2||b(q, p, Ar)| ≤ |θ2|CS ln(e+K)
1/2|q||Ap||Ar| ≤ |θ2|CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥q∥∥p∥|Ar|

≤ 4θ22C
2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥p∥2∥q∥2 + ν

16
|Ar|2

|θ2||b(q, q, Ar)| ≤ |θ2|CS ln(e+K)
1/2|q|∥q∥∥Ar∥ ≤ |θ2|CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥q∥2|Ar|

≤ 4θ22C
2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥q∥4 + ν

16
|Ar|2.

Therefore, upon combining the estimates for trilinears and applying Theorem 4.4.1 with
δ = 1/8 and h ≡ 0 to estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (4.108), we deduce

d

dt
∥r∥2 + ν|Ar|2 − 8

ν
|k|2

≤ 8θ22C
2
S ln(e+K)

ν

(
∥z∥2∥r∥2 + ∥w∥2∥p∥2

)
+

4θ22C
2
S ln(e+K)

ν

(
∥s∥4 + ∥q∥4

)
≤ 16θ22C

2
S ln(e+K)

ν

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)2
.

Recall that by Theorem 4.4.4, the stopping time, tm, defined by (4.91) is well-defined for
any m > 0. Thus, for t ≤ tm, we have

d

dt
∥r∥2 + ν∥r∥2 ≤ d

dt
∥r∥2 + ν|Ar|2 ≤ 8

ν
|k|2 + 8θ22C

2
S ln(e+K)m4ν3. (4.109)

By Grönwall’s inequality, it follows that

∥r(t)∥2 ≤ e−νt∥r0∥2 + 8

( supt≥0 |k(t)|
ν2

)2

+ θ22C
2
S ln(e+K)m4

 ν2(1− e−νt),

for all 0 ≤ t ≤ tm. Recall that we choose θ2 to satisfy (4.107). Thus, upon recalling (4.104),
we see that for now, we have guaranteed that

sup
0≤t≤tm

∥r(t)∥2 ≤ r2ν2, (4.110)

holds for all m > 0. Further observe that r depends only on |k|, ∥r0∥.
Next, we estimate the high-modes. To this end, we take the H-inner product of the

s-equation with As and the q-equation with q, invoke (2.10), then sum the result to write

1

2

d

dt

(
∥s∥2 + ∥q∥2

)
+ ν|As|2 + ν|Aq|2 = (k,As) + (h,Aq) +

1

2
b(s, s, Ar)− 1

2
b(r, r, As)

− 1

2
b(p, p,As)− 1

2
b(p, q, As)− 1

2
b(q, p, As)− 1

2
b(r, q, Aq) (4.111)

− 1

2
b(r, p, Aq)− 1

2
b(p, r, Aq)− 1

2
b(s, p,Aq)− 1

2
b(p, s, Aq)

We now treat the trilinear terms. The first such term on the right-hand side of (4.111) is
estimated using Hölder’s inequality, (2.2), (2.5), and Young’s inequality:

1

2
|b(s, s, Ar)| ≤ CA

2
|A5/2r|1/2|A3/2r|1/2|s|2 ≤ CA

2
K3∥r∥|s|2 ≤ CA

2K
∥r∥|As|2 (4.112)
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For the next term, we apply (2.10) and see that

−b(r, r, As) = b(s, r, Ar) + b(r, s, Ar).

Then upon applying Hölder’s inequality, (2.5), (2.6), and Young’s inequality, we obtain

1

2
|b(s, r, Ar)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2|s||Ar|2 ≤ CS ln(e+K)
1/2

2K
|As|∥r∥|Ar|

≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

K2ν
∥r∥2|Ar|2 + ν

32
|As|2

1

2
|b(r, s, Ar)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥r∥∥s∥|Ar| ≤ CS ln(e+K)
1/2

2K
∥r∥|Ar||As|

≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

K2ν
∥r∥2|Ar|2 + ν

32
|As|2.

In particular

1

2
|b(r, r, As)| ≤ 4C2

S ln(e+K)

K2ν
∥r∥2|Ar|2 + ν

16
|As|2. (4.113)

For the next three terms, we similarly estimate

1

2
|b(p, p,As)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥p∥2|As| ≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥p∥4 + ν

32
|As|2

1

2
|b(p, q, As)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥p∥∥q∥|As| ≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

K2ν
∥p∥2|Aq|2 + ν

32
|As|2

1

2
|b(q, p, As)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2|q||Ap||As| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥q∥∥p∥|As|

≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

νK2
|Aq|2∥p∥2 + ν

32
|As|2.

(4.114)

For the last five terms, we also estimate

1

2
|b(r, q, Aq)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥r∥∥q∥|Aq| ≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

νK2
∥r∥2|Aq|2 + ν

32
|Aq|2

1

2
|b(r, p, Aq)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥r∥∥p∥|Aq| ≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥r∥2∥p∥2 + ν

32
|Aq|2

1

2
|b(p, r, Aq)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥p∥∥r∥|Aq| ≤ 2CS ln(e+K)

ν
∥p∥2∥r∥2 + ν

32
|Aq|2

1

2
|b(s, p,Aq)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2|s||Ap||Aq| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥s∥∥p∥|Aq|

≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

νK2
|As|2∥p∥2 + ν

32
|Aq|2

1

2
|b(p, s, Aq)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥p∥∥s∥|Aq| ≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

νK2
∥p∥2|As|2 + ν

32
|Aq|2.

(4.115)

Therefore, combining (4.112), (4.113), (4.114), (4.115) with Theorem 4.4.1 (applied with
δ = 1/8) to treat the first two terms on the right-hand side of (4.111), we obtain

1

2

d

dt

(
∥s∥2 + ∥q∥2

)
+

3

2
ν
(
|As|2 + |Aq|2

)
≤ 4

ν

(
|k|2 + |h|2

)
+

2C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥p∥4

+
CA

2K
∥r∥|As|2 + 4C2

S ln(e+K)

νK2
∥p∥2|Aq|2 + 2C2

S ln(e+K)

νK2
∥r∥2|Aq|2

+
4C2

S ln(e+K)

νK2
|As|2∥p∥2 + 2C2

S ln(e+K)

K2ν
∥r∥2|Ar|2 + 4C2

S ln(e+K)

ν
∥r∥2∥p∥2.

(4.116)
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We recall (4.83) and (4.110) to deduce that for t ≤ tm, we have

d

dt

(
∥s∥2 + ∥q∥2

)
+ 3ν

(
|As|2 + |Aq|2

)
≤ 8

ν

(
|k|2 + |h|2

)
+ 8C2

S ln(e+K)
(
p2 + r2

)
p2ν3

+ ν

(
CAr

K
+

8C2
S ln(e+K)p2

K2

)
|As|2 + ν

8C2
S ln(e+K)

(
p2 + r2

)
K2

|Aq|2

+ ν
4C2

S ln(e+K)r2

K2
|Ar|2.

Adding (4.81), (4.109), we finally arrive at

d

dt

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
+ 3ν

(
|Az|2 + |Aw|2

)
≤ 16

ν

(
|k|2 + |h|2

)
+ 8C2

S ln(e+K)
(
p2 + r2

)
p2ν3

+ ν

(
CAr

K
+

16C2
S ln(e+K)

(
p2 + r2

)
K2

)(
|Az|2 + |Aw|2

)
. (4.117)

Recall that we have chosen K so that the second condition in (4.106) holds, i.e.,

CAr

K
+

16C2
S ln(e+K)

(
p2 + r2

)
K2

≤ 2.

Also observe that

f2 ≤ p2 + r2 ≤ d2 + f2

Recall (4.103). We then deduce that

∥z(t)∥2 + ∥w(t)∥2

ν2
≤ e−νtd2 + 8

{
2 + C2

S ln(e+K)(1 + p2)
}(

p2 + r2
)
(1− e−νt)

≤ e−νtd2 + 8
{
2 + C2

S ln(e+K)(1 + p2)
}
(d2 + f2)(1− e−νt),

for all t ≤ tm. Recall that we have further chosen K so that the first condition in (4.106)
holds, i.e., 8C2

S ln(e+K) ≥ 1. Finally, we invoke our choice of m given by (4.105). For this
choice of m, we see that

sup
t≤tm

∥z(t)∥2 + ∥w(t)∥2

ν2
≤ 1

2
m2 < m2.

This contradicts the definition of tm if tm < ∞. We therefore conclude that tm = ∞.
Moreover, upon returning to (4.117), we may further deduce that

ν

∫ t

0

(
|Az(s)|2 + |Aw(s)|2

)
ds ≤ ∥z0∥2 + ∥w0∥2 + 8

{
2 + C2

S ln(e+K)(1 + p2)
}
(d2 + f2)t,

for all t ≥ 0, as desired. □

We now established improved estimates under the assumption that h decays to zero
asymptotically.

Lemma 4.4.10. Suppose that |h(t)| → 0 as t → ∞. Under the assumptions of Theo-
rem 4.4.9, if K > 0 further satisfies

K2 ≥ 20(CA ∨ CS)
2 ln(e+K)k2 (4.118)

then

lim sup
t→∞

∥v(t)∥ ≤ 6kν.
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Proof. First recall that since tm = ∞, for m given by (4.105) and θ2 satisfying (4.107), we
deduce from (4.109) that

d

dt
∥r∥2 + ν|Ar|2 ≤ 16k2ν3. (4.119)

In particular, we have

∥r(t)∥2 ≤ e−νt∥r0∥2 + 9k2ν2(1− e−νt)

Thus, for t0 sufficiently large, we have

sup
t≥t0

∥r(t)∥ ≤ 3kν. (4.120)

Moreover, since |h(t)| → 0 as t → ∞, it follows from Theorem 2.0.3 we may further assume
that t0 is sufficiently large such that

sup
t≥t0

|h(t)| ≤ kν2, sup
t≥t0

∥p(t)∥ ≤ min

{ √
2

2CS ln(e+K)
1/2

,
1

8CS ln(e+K)
1/2

, k

}
ν

We consider (4.116) over the interval t ≥ t0 and apply (4.120) to obtain

d

dt

(
∥s∥2 + ∥q∥2

)
+ 3ν

(
|As|2 + |Aq|2

)
≤ 32k2ν3

+

(
3CAk

K
+

8C2
S ln(e+K)k2

K2

)
ν|As|2 + 20C2

S ln(e+K)k2

K2
ν|Aq|2 + 12C2

S ln(e+K)k2

K2
ν|Ar|2.

Upon adding (4.120), (4.81) and making use of (4.118), we deduce

d

dt

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
+

ν

2

(
|Az|2 + |Aq|2

)
≤ 50k2ν3.

An application of Grönwall’s inequality yields

∥z(t)∥2 + ∥w(t)∥2 ≤ e−(ν/2)(t−t0)
(
∥z(t0)∥2 + ∥w(t0)∥2

)
+ 100k2ν.

We choose t′0 ≥ t0 sufficiently large such that

sup
t≥t′0

(
∥z(t)∥2 + ∥w(t)∥2

)
≤ 144k2ν2.

The claim then follows. □

Observe that Theorem 1.1.9 in the regime |θ2| ≪ 1 follows from Theorem 4.4.10 and
(4.86).

4.4.6. Global-Time Apriori estimates: |θ1 − θ2| ≪ 1. We prove the following.

Lemma 4.4.11. Let v01 , v
0
2 ∈ V , g1, g2 ∈ L∞(0,∞;H) and θ1 + θ2 = 1. Given K > 0, let

m be defined by

m2 := 2e

(
∥z0∥2 + ∥w0∥2

ν2
+ k2 + h2 + C2

S ln(e+K)p4

)
(4.121)

Suppose that K satisfies

K2 ≥ 1024C2
S ln(e+K)

(
p2 + h2

)
. (4.122)

Further suppose that θ1, θ2 satisfies

|θ1 − θ2| ≤
√
2

8CS ln(e+K)
1/2

m
. (4.123)

Then

sup
t≥0

(
∥z(t)∥2 + ∥w(t)∥2

)
≤ m2ν2.



42

Proof. Upon taking the H-inner product of (4.76), with Az,Aw, respectively, we obtain

1

2

d

dt

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
+ ν

(
|Az|2 + |Aw|2

)
+

1

2
b(w,w,Az) +

1

2
b(z, w,Aq) +

1

2
b(w, z,Aq)

= (k,Az) + (h,Aw) +
θ1 − θ2

2

(
b(z, z, Ar) + b(w,w,Ar)

)
where we have applied (2.11). Observe that by (2.10), we have

b(q, q, Az) + b(z, q, Aq) + b(q, z, Aq) = 0.

Thus

1

2

d

dt

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
+ ν

(
|Az|2 + |Aw|2

)
+

1

2
b(p, p,Az) +

1

2
b(p, q, Az) +

1

2
b(q, p, Az) +

1

2
b(z, p,Aq) +

1

2
b(p, z, Aq)

= (k,Az) + (h,Aw) +
θ1 − θ2

2
b(z, z, Ar) +

θ1 − θ2
2

b(w,w,Ar). (4.124)

The first two terms on the right-hand side of (4.124) are estimated using Theorem 4.4.1
with δ = 1/8. We now estimate the trilinear terms. For the first two trilinear terms on the
left-hand side of (4.124), we employ Hölder’s inequality, (2.6), (2.5), and Young’s inequality
to obtain

1

2
|b(p, p,Az)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥p∥2|Az| ≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥p∥4 + ν

32
|Az|2

1

2
|b(p, q, Az)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥p∥∥q∥|Az| ≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

νK2
∥p∥2|Aq|2 + ν

32
|Az|2

1

2
|b(q, p, Az)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2|q||Ap||Az| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)

1/2∥q∥∥p∥|Az|

≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

νK2
|Aq|2∥p∥2 + ν

32
|Az|2.

In particular, we have

1

2
|b(p, p,Az)|+ 1

2
|b(p, q, Az)|+ 1

2
|b(q, p, Az)|

≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥p∥4 + 4C2

S ln(e+K)

νK2
∥p∥2|Aw|2 + 3ν

32
|Az|2. (4.125)

For the fourth trilinear term, we first observe that

b(z, p,Aq) = b(r, p, Aq) + b(s, p, Aq)

= b(∇r, p,∇q) + b(r,∇p,∇q) + b(s, p, Aq).

Then by Hölder’s inequality, (2.6), (2.5), and Young’s inequality, we obtain

1

2
|b(∇r, p,∇q)| ≤ CS

2
ln(e+K)

1/2|Ar|∥p∥∥q∥ ≤ CS ln(e+K)
1/2

2K
|Ar|∥p∥|Aq|

≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

νK2
∥p∥|Ar|2 + ν

32
|Aq|2

1

2
|b(r,∇p,∇q)| ≤ CS ln(e+K)

1/2

2
∥r∥|Ap|∥q∥ ≤ CS ln(e+K)

1/2

2K
∥r∥|Ap||Aq|

≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

νK2
|Ap|2∥r∥2 + ν

32
|Aq|2

1

2
|b(s, p,Aq)| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)|s||Ap||Aq| ≤ 1

2
CS ln(e+K)∥s∥∥p∥|Aq|

≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

νK2
|As|2∥p∥2 + ν

32
|Aq|2.
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In particular, we have

1

2
|b(z, p,Aq)| ≤ 2C2

S ln(e+K)

νK2
∥p∥2|Az|2 + 2C2

S ln(e+K)

νK2
|Ap|2∥z∥2 + 3ν

32
|Aw|2. (4.126)

For the fifth trilinear term, we first see that

b(p, z, Aq) = b(p, r, Aq) + b(p, s, Aq)

= b(∇p, r,∇q) + b(p,∇r,∇q) + b(p, s, Aq).

Similar to the first four terms, we similarly estimate these terms as

1

2
|b(∇p, r,∇q)| ≤ CS ln(e+K)

1/2

2
∥p∥|Ar|∥q∥ ≤ CS ln(e+K)

1/2

2K
∥p∥|Ar|∥q∥

≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

νK2
∥p∥2|Ar|2 + ν

32
|Aq|2

1

2
|b(p,∇r,∇q)| ≤ CS ln(e+K)

1/2

2
∥p∥|Ar|∥q∥ ≤ CS ln(e+K)

1/2

2K
∥p∥|Ar||Aq|

≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

νK2
∥p∥2|Ar|2 + ν

32
|Aq|2

1

2
|b(p, s, Aq)| ≤ CS ln(e+K)

1/2

2
∥p∥∥s∥|Aq| ≤ CS ln(e+K)

1/2

2K
∥p∥|As||Aq|

≤ 2C2
S ln(e+K)

νK2
∥p∥2|As|2 + ν

32
|Aq|2.

In particular, we have

1

2
|b(p, z, Aq)| ≤ 6C2

S ln(e+K)

νK2
∥p∥2|Az|2 + 3ν

32
|Aw|2 (4.127)

Thus, by (4.125), (4.126), (4.127), we see that the first five trilinear terms in (4.124) are
collectively bounded above by

2C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥p∥4 + 2C2

S ln(e+K)

νK2
|Ap|2∥z∥2 + 12C2

S ln(e+K)

νK2
∥p∥2|Aw|2 + 3ν

16
|Aw|2 + 3ν

32
|Az|2.

(4.128)

Now for the trilinear terms on the right-hand side of (4.124), we see that the first of these
can be rewritten using (2.10) as

b(z, z, Ar) = −b(r, z, Az)− b(z, r, Az) = −b(r, z, Az)− b(r, r, Az)− b(s, r, Az).

Then by Hölder’s inequality, (2.6), and Young’s inequality, we have

|θ1 − θ2|
2

|b(r, z, Az)| ≤ |θ1 − θ2|
C S

ln(e+K)
1/2∥r∥∥z∥|Az|

≤ 2|θ1 − θ2|2C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥r∥2∥z∥2 + ν

32
|Az|2

|θ1 − θ2|
2

|b(r, r, Az)| ≤ 2|θ1 − θ2|2C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥r∥2∥r∥2 + ν

32
|Az|2

|θ1 − θ2|
2

|b(s, r, Az)| ≤ |θ1 − θ2|CS ln(e+K)
1/2

2
|s||Ar||Az|

≤ |θ1 − θ2|CS ln(e+K)
1/2

2
∥s∥∥r∥|Az|

≤ 2|θ1 − θ2|2C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥r∥2∥s∥2 + ν

32
|Az|2

In particular

|θ1 − θ2|
2

|b(z, z, Ar)| ≤ 4|θ1 − θ2|2C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥r∥2∥z∥2 + 3ν

32
|Az|2. (4.129)
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For the second trilinear term on the right-hand side of (4.124), we observe that

b(w,w,Ar) = −b(r, w,Aw)− b(w, r,Aw) = −b(r, w,Aw)− b(p, r, Aw)− b(q, r, Aw).

Then

|θ1 − θ2|
2

|b(r, w,Aw)| ≤ |θ1 − θ2|
2

CS ln(e+K)
1/2∥r∥∥w∥|Aw|

≤ 2|θ1 − θ2|2C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥r∥2∥w∥2 + ν

32
|Aw|2

|θ1 − θ2|
2

|b(p, r, Aw)| ≤ |θ1 − θ2|
2

∥p∥∥r∥|Aw|

≤ 2|θ1 − θ2|2CS ln(e+K)

ν
∥p∥2∥r∥2 + ν

32
|Aw|2

|θ1 − θ2|
2

|b(q, r, Aw)| ≤ |θ1 − θ2|
2

CS ln(e+K)
1/2|q||Ar||Aw|

≤ |θ1 − θ2|
2

CS ln(e+K)
1/2∥q∥∥r∥|Aw|

≤ 2|θ1 − θ2|2C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥q∥2∥r∥2 + ν

32
|Aw|2.

In particular

|θ1 − θ2|
2

|b(w,w,Ar)| ≤ 4|θ1 − θ2|2C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥r∥2∥w∥2 + 3ν

32
|Aw|2. (4.130)

Combining (4.128), (4.129), and (4.130), we arrive at

d

dt

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
+

5

4
ν
(
|Az|2 + |Aw|2

)
≤ 8

ν

(
|k|2 + |h|2

)
+

4C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥p∥4 + 4C2

S ln(e+K)

νK2
|Ap|2∥z∥2 + 24C2

S ln(e+K)

νK2
∥p∥2|Aw|2

+
8|θ1 − θ2|2C2

S ln(e+K)

ν
∥r∥2

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
. (4.131)

Now, given m > 0, we once again consider the stopping time tm from Theorem 4.4.4. Then
upon recalling (4.83), we see that

d

dt

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
+

5

4
ν
(
|Az|2 + |Aw|2

)
≤ 8ν3

(
k2 + h2

)
+ 4C2

S ln(e+K)p4ν3 +
24C2

S ln(e+K)

K2
p2ν|Aw|2

+ 4

(
C2

S ln(e+K)

K2

(
|Ap|
ν

)2

+ 2|θ1 − θ2|2C2
S ln(e+K)m2

)
ν
(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
.

holds for all t ≤ tm. Recall that we choose K (independently of m) such that (4.122) holds.
Moreover, by (4.123), we see that θ1, θ2 satisfy

2|θ1 − θ2|2C2
S ln(e+K)m2 ≤ 1

16

Then

d

dt

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
+ ν

(
|Az|2 + |Aw∥2

)
+

1

8
ν
(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
≤ 4

[
2
(
k2 + h2

)
+ C2

S ln(e+K)p4
]
ν3 +

4C2
S ln(e+K)

K2

(
|Ap|
ν

)2

ν
(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
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Recall that p satisfies (4.84). Therefore, an application of Grönwall’s inequality yields

∥z(t)∥2 + ∥w(t)∥2

≤ exp

(
−9

8
νt+

4C2
S ln(e+K)

νK2

(
p2 + h2νt

))(
∥z0∥2 + ∥w0∥2

)
+ 4

[
2
(
k2 + h2

)
+ C2

S ln(e+K)p4
]
ν3

×

∫ t

0

exp

(
−9

8
ν(t− s) +

4C2
S ln(e+K)

νK2

(
p2 + h2ν(t− s)

))
ds


≤ e−νt+1

(
∥z0∥2 + ∥w0∥2

)
+ e

[
2
(
k2 + h2

)
+ C2

S ln(e+K)p4
]
ν2(1− e−νt),

where we once again invoked our choice of K in obtaining the final inequality. Finally, we
choose m given by (4.121) to therefore deduce

∥z(t)∥2 + ∥w(t)∥2 ≤ 1

2
m2 < m2.

We conclude that tm cannot be finite for this choice of m, as desired.
□

We will now further refine these bounds under the assumption that the low-modes of the
intertwinement are synchronous.

Lemma 4.4.12. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.4.11, if |h(t)| → 0 as t → ∞, then

lim sup
t→∞

∥v(t)∥ ≤ 8νk.

Proof. Since |h(t)| → 0 as t → ∞, Theorem 2.0.3 implies that for all m ≥ 0 and ϵ > 0, there
exists tm such that

sup
t≥tm

sup
0≤ℓ≤m

∥p(t)∥ℓ ≤ ϵν (4.132)

We may moreover choose tm large enough, so that

sup
t≥t2

|h(t)| ≤ kν2. (4.133)

Now us then recall (4.131):

d

dt

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
+

5

4
ν
(
|Az|2 + |Aw|2

)
≤ 8

ν

(
|k|2 + |h|2

)
+

4C2
S ln(e+K)

ν
∥p∥4 + 4C2

S ln(e+K)

νK2
|Ap|2∥z∥2 + 24C2

S ln(e+K)

νK2
∥p∥2|Aw|2

+
8|θ1 − θ2|2C2

S ln(e+K)

ν
∥r∥2

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
.

For m = 2 and t ≥ t2, we deduce

d

dt

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
+

5

4
ν
(
|Az|2 + |Aw|2

)
≤ 16

ν
k2

+ 4C2
S ln(e+K)ϵ4ν3 +

4C2
S ln(e+K)

νK2
ϵ2ν∥z∥2 + 24C2

S ln(e+K)

K2
ϵ2ν|Aw|2

+ 8|θ1 − θ2|2C2
S ln(e+K)m2ν

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
We choose ϵ > 0 such that

4C2
S ln(e+K)ϵ4 ≤ k2,

28C2
S ln(e+K)

K2
ϵ2 ≤ 1

8
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Since θ1, θ2 is still assumed to satisfy (4.123), we arrive at

d

dt

(
∥z∥2 + ∥w∥2

)
+ ν

(
|Az|2 + |Aw|2

)
≤ 32ν3k2.

It follows that

∥z(t)∥2 + ∥w(t)∥2 ≤ e−ν(t−t2)
(
∥z(t2)∥2 + ∥w(t2)∥2

)
+ 32ν2k2,

and

ν

∫ 2

t2

(
|Az(s)|2 + |Aw(s)|2ds

)
≤
(
∥z(t2)∥2 + ∥w(t2)∥2

)
+ 32ν2k2

hold for all t ≥ t2. Thus, for t
′
2 ≥ t2 sufficiently large, we deduce that

sup
t≥t′2

(
∥z(t)∥2 + ∥w(t)∥2

)
≤ 64ν2k2,

as desired. □

Observe that Theorem 1.1.9 in the regime |θ1− θ2| ≪ 1 follows from Theorem 4.4.12 and
(4.86).
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