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Abstract

We prove a mathematical theorem that solution for all ¢ > 0 of the two-
dimensional (2D) Kolmogorov flow governed by Navier-Stokes (NS) equations
with periodic boundary condition keeps the same spatial symmetry as its smooth
initial condition. This mathematical theorem can be used to check the correct-
ness and reliability of numerical simulations of NS turbulence. For example, it
supports the corresponding CNS (clean numerical simulation) results of the 2D
turbulent Kolmogorov flow [1,2] that remain the same spatial symmetry in the
whole time interval of simulation, but does not support the corresponding DNS
(direct numerical simulation) results that lose the spatial symmetry quickly. In
other words, these DNS results violate this mathematical theorem. Thus, this
mathematical theorem rigorously confirms that the spatiotemporal trajectories
of NS turbulence given by DNS are indeed quickly polluted by numerical noises
badly. It also illustrates that CNS can provide helpful enlightenments to deepen
our understanding about turbulence and besides approach some mathematical
truths about NS equations.
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1 Introduction

Lorenz, who put forward in 1963 the famous “butterfly-effect” of chaos [3], further
discovered in 2006 that numerical errors could have significant influences on global
properties of chaotic systems [4], because unavoidable numerical noises as small arti-
ficial disturbance exponentially increase to macro-level. Note that the Navier-Stokes
(NS) turbulence (i.e. turbulence governed by NS equations) is chaotic [5-9]. How-
ever, for all traditional numerical algorithms including the direct numerical simulation
(DNS) of NS equations, numerical noises are unavoidable. Thus, logically speaking,
according to the butterfly-effect of chaotic system, numerical noises of DNS of NS
turbulence should quickly increase to a macro-level, which certainly should lead to a
distinct departure of numerical trajectory from exact solution of NS equations. Thus,
logically speaking, DNS of NS turbulence should be quickly polluted by numerical
noises badly.
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Liao [10] proposed the so-called “clean numerical simulation” (CNS) to overcome
the restrictions of the traditional numerical algorithms for chaos and turbulence. Un-
like DNS, numerical noises of CNS can be rigorously negligible in a finite time-interval,
which is however long enough for statistics, by means of reducing both truncation er-
ror and round-off error to a required small enough level [1,2,11-16]. Thus, CNS
can give very accurate spatiotemporal trajectory of NS equations in a finite but long
enough interval of time: they are very close to the exact solution.

Note that the numerical noises of CNS are much smaller than those of DNS.
So, CNS results can be used as benchmark solution to check the correctness and
reliability of DNS results. In fact, some comparisons were given for two-dimensional
(2D) incompressible Kolmogorov flow [1,2]: the numerical simulations given by CNS
remain the same spatial symmetry (in a finite but long enough time-interval) as the
corresponding initial condition, but the corresponding DNS results remain the same
spatial symmetry only at the beginning but quickly lose it. Thus, spatial symmetry
becomes a key point to check the reliability of numerical simulation of NS turbulence.

In this paper, we prove a mathematical theorem that exact solution of the 2D
Kolmogorov flow considered in [1,2] always remains the same spatial symmetry for
all ¢ > 0 as its initial condition. Note that the CNS results in [1,2] agree well with
this theorem, but the corresponding DNS results lose the spatial symmetry and thus
violate this mathematical theorem, clearly confirming that DNS results are indeed
quickly polluted by numerical noises badly, and depart distinctly away from exact
solution. The detailed mathematical proofs are given in § 2, the concluding remarks
and discussions are given in § 3.

2 Spatial symmetry invariance of solution

Consider a 2D incompressible Kolmogorov flow [17-19] in a square domain under the
so-called Kolmogorov forcing, governed by the dimensionless Navier-Stokes equation
in the form of stream-function
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where 1) is the stream-function, ¢ denotes the time, x,y € [0, 27] are horizontal and
vertical coordinates in the coordinate system O — zy, Re is the Reynolds number,
ng is an even number describing the Kolmogorov forcing scale, V2 is the Laplace
operator, and V* = V2V?2, respectively. The stream-function 1) satisfies the periodic
boundary condition

Y(x,y,t) = Y(x £2m,y,t) = Y(x,y £ 27, 1). (2)

Here, let us consider a smooth initial condition ¢ (z,y,0) that contains the spatial
symmetry of rotation
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and/or translation

W(z,y,0) = (x4 7,y +7,0). (4)
Define 1 om( 0
m $, y7
P (,y,t) = o (5)
with
O (z,y,t) = P(x,y,1). (6)

Assume that ¢ (z,y,t) can be expanded as Taylor series at t = ¢y € [0,4+00) with a
non-zero radius p > 0 of convergence, say,
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where |t — to| < p. Then, we can rewrite (1) as follows
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Let us consider another coordinate system O — z'y/, where
=2r—x, Yy =2mr—y (9)

for rotation, and
¥=rm+zx, yY=m+y (10)

for translation, respectively, in which the corresponding solution reads ¢'(z’, v/, t).
Since ¢/ (2',y/, t) satisfies the same equations, it holds
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e
under the periodic boundary condition, subject to an initial condition ¢’'(2’,/,0).
Since there exists the spatial symmetry of rotation (3) and/or translation (4) for the

initial solution, it holds
(2, y,0) = ¥(z,y,0). (12)

Lemma 1 Let ng > 2 denote an even integer, f and g denote two smooth func-
tions with spatial symmetry f(x,y,t) = f'(2',y/,t) and g(z,y,t) = ¢ (2, ¥, 1),
respectively. It holds
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in the case of (9) and/or (10).



Proof. In the case of (9), we have

cos(ngy') = cos(2nxm — ngy) = cos(nky), (14)
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for two smooth functions f, g with the spatial symmetry f = f" and g = ¢'.

Similarly, in the case of (10), we have
cos(nky') = cos(nkgm + ngy) = cos(nky), (20)

since ny is an even number, and
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for two smooth functions f, g with the spatial symmetry f = f/ and g = ¢’. This ends
the proof of Lemma 1.

Lemma 2 For the two-dimensional Kolmogorov flow governed by the Navier-Stokes
equation (1) (with an even number ng ) under the periodic boundary condition
(2) subject to a smooth initial condition with the spatial symmetry of rotation
(3) and/or translation (4), if its solution ¥(x,y,t) at t = ty > 0 contains a
spatial symmetry ¥(x,y,to) = V' (2, Yy, to) of rotation and/or translation, then
there emists the spatial symmetry ™ (z,y,to) = '™ (', 4, ty) for all integers
m > 1.



Proof. This Lemma can be proved by means of the recursive method.

(A) When m =1
Since there exists the spatial symmetry at t = t, it holds
W(ﬂf/a y/7 tO) = 1/1(957 Y, tO)? Le. wl(O) (Q?I, y/a tO) = w(O) (l’, Y, tO) (24)

According to (13) of Lemma 1 and (24), we have at t = ¢, that
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so that (11) becomes
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Comparing (26) to (8) gives the spatial symmetry at ¢ = to that

77Z}/(1) (33,7?/7750) = ¢(1)<Iay7t0)‘ (27)
Thus, Lemma 2 holds true when m = 1.

(B) Assume that Lemma 2 holds true when m = 1,2,---  n, say, there exists the
spatial symmetry at t = t:

WO,y t0) =¥ 0@y ), 0<i<n (28)

Differentiating (1) and (11) n times with respect to ¢ and then dividing by n!, we
have

n
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in the coordinate system O — xy, and
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in the coordinate system O' — x'y/, respectively.

According to (13) of Lemma 1 and (28), we have at ¢t = ¢, that
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Substituting (31) and (32) into (30) gives

1 - ; —i 3 n—i
=R = 7 OV — gDV (33)
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(n+ 1)V 7o 2

Comparing (33) to (29) gives the spatial symmetry
Gy o) = U (1, y, 1) (34)

for integer n > 1. Thus, if Lemma 2 holds for an integer n > 1, it also holds true for
the integer n + 1.

(C) Based on (A) and (B), we have due to the the recursive method that the spatial
symmetry

¢,(m) ('r,vy,atO) = w(m)<x7y7t0)a (35)
holds for an arbitrary integer m > 1. This ends the proof of Lemma 2.

Lemma 3 For the two-dimensional Kolmogorov flow governed by the Navier-Stokes
equation (1) (with an even number ny ) under the periodic boundary condition
(2) subject to a smooth initial condition with the spatial symmetry of rotation
(3) and/or translation (4), if its solution (x,y,t) contains a spatial symmetry
at t = to, say, V' (', Yy, to) = V¥(z,y,to), and besides its Taylor series exists at
t = to with a non-zero radius p of convergence, then ¥(x,y,t) int € [to,to + p)
has the same spatial symmetry as V¥(z,y,to).

Proof: According to Lemma 2, from the spatial symmetry ¢'(2',y/,t0) = ¥(x,y,to),
we have the spatial symmetry

M2y ) = ™ (z,y,t0), 1<m < +o0. (36)
Then,
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where |t — to| < p, including t € [tg,to + p), where p > 0 is the radius of convergence.
This guarantees the spatial symmetry ¢/(z', vy, t) = ¥ (z,y,t) in t € [to,to + p). This
ends the proof of Lemma 3.

Theorem of spatial symmetry invariance For the 2D Kolmogorov flow governed
by the Navier-Stokes equation (1) (with an even number nk ) under the periodic
boundary condition (2) subject to a smooth initial condition with the spatial
symmetry of rotation (3) and/or translation (4), if its Taylor series exists with
a non-zero convergence radius p for allt > 0, its solution for all t > 0 keeps the
same spatial symmetry as its initial condition.

Proof: Since the initial condition contains the spatial symmetry, i.e. ¥ (z,y,0) =
Y'(2',y,0), we have according to Lemma 3 (by setting ¢ty = 0) the spatial symmetry

¢(x7y7t) = ¢/($’7y/>t), te [Oa (50]7

where g < pg, and pg is the radius of convergence of its Taylor series at t = 0. Then,
setting ty = &y, we have according to Lemma 3 the spatial symmetry

@Z)(I’,y,t) = w,(m/ay/at)a le [50751]7

where 0, < p;, and p; is the radius of convergence of its Taylor series at ¢t =ty = .
Furthermore, setting ty = d;, we have according to Lemma 3 the spatial symmetry

1?(%%@ = ¢/<ZL’,,y,,t), te [51752]7

where 0o < po, and po is the radius of convergence of its Taylor series at t =ty = ;.
Note that
[0, (50] U [60, (51] U [61, 52] - [0, (52],

thus now there exists the spatial symmetry
U(z,y,t) =¥ (@ Y1), t € 10,0,

in a larger interval of time. The same process can keep going, since the Taylor series
of Y(z,y,t) always exists with a non-zero radius of convergence. Thus, it always holds
the spatial symmetry

Uz, y,t) = (2, y,t), te[0,+00).

This ends the proof of the theorem.

3 Remarks and discussions

Remark 1 Let O denote one observer in the coordinate system O — zy, and O’
denote another observer in the coordinate system O' — z'y/, respectively, where



(,y") = (x+my+7) and/or (2/,y') = (2r — z, 27 — y). When there exist the
spatial symmetry ¢'(2', 3/, 0) = ¢(x,y,0) for the initial condition, the governing
equations and the initial condition are the same for both of the observer O in
the coordinate system O — zy and the observer O’ in the coordinate system
O" — 2'y'. Thus, physically speaking, the two observers at the two different
coordinate systems should observe the same flow. From the viewpoint of the
third observer simultaneously knowing the relationship between their coordinate
systems and their results, the flow governed by NS equations (1) should keep
the same spatial symmetry as its initial condition. This physical insight is
indeed true, as mathematically proved in this paper. So, the theorem of spatial
symmetry invariance is easy to understand from physical viewpoint.

Remark 2 Numerical simulations of the 2D Kolmogorov flow governed by the Navier-
Stokes equation (1) (with an even number ng) under the periodic boundary
condition (2) subject to a smooth initial condition with the spatial symmetry
of rotation (3) and/or translation (4) distinctly deviate exact solution, if they
violate the theorem of spatial symmetry invariance proved in this paper. Thus,
this theorem can be used to check the correctness and accuracy of numerical
simulations of 2D turbulent Kolmogorov flow.

For example, as reported in [1,2], the numerical simulations of the 2D turbulent
Kolmogorov flow given by CNS (in a finite but long enough time-interval) always
remain the same spatial symmetry as the corresponding initial condition. This agrees
well with the theorem of spatial symmetry invariance. This is mainly because, un-
like traditional algorithms, numerical noises of CNS are rigorously negligible in a
finite time-interval that is however long enough for statistics. However, as mentioned
in [1,2], the corresponding DNS results remain the same spatial symmetry as the
corresponding initial condition only in a short duration from the beginning but then
quickly lose the spatial symmetry, clearly indicating that DNS results distinctly devi-
ate the exact solution of the NS equations. In other words, these DNS results violate
the theorem of spatial symmetry invariance. This clearly indicates that the DNS re-
sults are indeed quickly polluted by numerical noises badly. The above conclusions
should have general meanings for turbulent flows, as illustrated in [15].

Remark 3 For the 2D Kolmogorov flow governed by the Navier-Stokes equation (1)
(with an even number ng) under the periodic boundary condition (2) subject
to a smooth initial condition with the spatial symmetry of rotation (3) and/or
translation (4), if initial condition has different spatial symmetries, their corre-
sponding solutions should be distinctly different even in statistics.

For example, Liao and Qin [2] applied CNS to solve the 2D turbulent Kolmogorov
flow (1) in the case of Re = 2000 and nx = 16, subject to the different initial



conditions
Ui(.9,0) = — leos(a ) + cos(e — ), (39)
Ualw g 0) = —3leos(e +y) +eos(e— )] +8 sinety),  (39)

where ¢ is a constant. Note that ¢;(x,y,0) contains the spatial symmetry of both
rotation and translation, but ¥s(x,y,0) contains the spatial symmetry of only trans-
lation for a large ¢’ ~ O(1). As reported by Liao and Qin [2], the spatiotemporal
trajectories given by CNS using the initial condition ¢4 (z,y,0) remains the same
spatial symmetry of rotation and translation as the initial condition ;(x,y,0) in
the whole time-interval ¢ € [0,300]. This agrees well with the theorem of spatial
symmetry invariance proved in § 2. When & = 1072 in (39), the spatiotemporal
trajectories given by CNS using the initial condition ¢ (z,y,0) seems to remain the
same spatial symmetry of rotation and translation as the initial condition ¢4 (z,y,0)
at the beginning, mainly because the disturbance 1072 sin(z + y) of 1 (z,y, 0) is too
small compared to ¥ (z,y,0), until it enlarges to a macro-level, due to the so-called
“butterfly-effect” of the chaotic characteristics of turbulence [5-9], at about t ~ 35
when it finally destroys the original spatial symmetry of vy (x,y,0), thus the CNS
result thereafter remains the same spatial symmetry of translation as its initial con-
dition ¢9(z,y,0) for large ' ~ O(1), as reported by Liao and Qin [2]. This CNS
result also agrees well with the theorem of spatial symmetry invariance. Certainly,
the two CNS results should have different statistics, since they have different spatial
symmetries. So, the theorem of spatial symmetry invariance also supports the conclu-
sion that the turbulence is a kind of ultra-chaos [13,20], i.e. small disturbance could
lead to distinct differences not only in spatotemporal trajectory but also in statistics
of turbulence. It should be emphasized again that, the corresponding DNS results
of the same turbulent Kolmogorov flows quickly lose their spatial symmetry, since
random numerical noises without spatial symmetry quickly enlarges to a macro-level.
Therefore, the theorem of spatial symmetry invariance rigorously confirms that the
DNS results of the 2D turbulent Kolmogorov flow (1) are indeed quickly polluted by
numerical noises badly, as illustrated in [1]. This is also the reason why the so-called

“noise-expansion cascade” revealed in [2] by means of CNS cannot be discovered by
means of DNS.

For a large enough Reynolds number such as Re = 2000 considered in [2], the
2D Kolmogorov flow (1) is turbulent. It is widely accepted by fluid community that
turbulence is chaotic [5-9] and thus, due to the famous butterfly-effect of chaotic
system, the small disturbance § sin(x + y) of the initial condition 1y(x,y,t) defined
by (39) should be quickly enlarged to the same order of magnitude as the first initial
condition ¢y (x,y,t) described by (38). However, 1 (x,y,t) has a different spatial
symmetry from that of ¥5(x, y,t) when ¢’ ~ O(1), therefore, according to the theorem
of spatial symmetry invariance, the turbulent Kolmogorov flow ¢y (x,y, t) has different
spatial symmetry from that of 1(z,y,t) even for arbitrarily small ¢, say, &' — 0.
Thus, the theorem of spatial symmetry invariance plus the butterfly-effect of chaos
supports the following conjecture:
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Conjecture A The two-dimensional turbulent Kolmogorov flow governed by the NS
equation (1) (with an even number ny ) under the periodic boundary condition
(2) subject to a smooth initial condition with the spatial symmetry of rotation (3)
and/or translation (4) admit distinct smooth global solutions for all t > 0 from
almost the same initial conditions ¥1(x,y,0) and 1s(x,y,0) with ‘wl(av,y,()) —
Vo(x,y,0)| < 8 for arbitrarily small & (or as § — 0).

As reported by Qin and Liao [16], the CNS results of the three-dimensional (3D)
Kolmogorov flow also remain the same spatial symmetry as its initial condition in a
finite but long enough interval of time ¢ € [0,500]. This highly suggests that Con-
jecture A might have general meanings. All of these support the following conjecture
mentioned by Liao in [21]:

Conjecture B The Nawvier-Stokes equations admit distinct smooth global solutions
uy(r,t) and uy(r,t) for allt > 0 from almost the same initial conditions uy(r,0)
and uy(r,0) with |uy(r,0) — uy(r,0)| < & for arbitrarily small § (or as § — 0).

Obviously, if the flow is laminar, all small disturbances in the initial condition should
not increase to a macro-level, say, remain small forever. Thus, the above two conjec-
tures should hold true only for turbulent flows.

What happens when the initial condition has no spatial symmetry? Qin and
Liao [15] applied both of DNS and CNS to solve the 2D Rayleigh-Bénard turbulent
flow using thermal fluctuation as initial condition, which is ransom in space and thus
has no spatial symmetry: it was found [15] that the flow given by CNS remains a kind
of vortical flow in the whole duration ¢ € [0,500], but the flow given by DNS is first
a kind of vortical flow, until at ¢ &~ 188 when it transfers into a kind of zonal flow
thereafter in ¢ € [188,500]. Currently, it was found that the final flow type (given by
the DNS) of the 2D Rayleigh-Bénard turbulent flow using random thermal fluctuation
as initial condition are very sensitive to the time-step for some Reynolds numbers [22]:
the two flow types frequently alternate as the time-step is reduced to a very small
value, suggesting that the time-step corresponding to each turbulent flow type should
be densely distributed. All of these examples clearly illustrate that numerical noises
indeed might have huge influences on global characteristics of turbulence, although
sometimes. It is an open question whether or not random initial condition without
spatial symmetry must be used for NS turbulence.

Note that, unlike the exact solution mentioned in the theorem of spatial sym-
metry invariance proved in § 2, numerical results given by CNS are reliable only in
a finite but long enough interval of time ¢ € [0,7.], where T, is called the “critical
predictable time”. As pointed out by Liao in his book [11],

TC ~ —klIn (90 (40)

for chaotic system and turbulence, where & > 0 denotes the level of background
numerical noises, and k£ > 0 is the Lyapunov exponent of chaotic system. Obviously,
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the smaller the background numerical noise &, the larger the so-called “critical pre-
dictable time” T,. This is the reason why CNS can give reliable simulations of chaotic
systems and turbulent flows in a much larger time-interval ¢ € [0, T.] than DNS, be-
cause & of CNS is much smaller than that of DNS. From this viewpoint, we can
regard DNS as a special case of CNS, because DNS often uses single or double preci-
sion with the 4th-order Runge-Kutta’s method in time dimension, corresponding to a
rather small “critical predictable time” T, that is too short for statistic computation,
although DNS has not the concept of “critical predictable time”.

It should be emphasized that, although CNS results are numerical, they can
provide us enlightenments to approach some mathematical truths such as the theorem
of spatial symmetry invariance proved in § 2 and the conjectures mentioned above and
in [21]. Hopefully, CNS [1,2,10-16,20,21] could be used as a powerful tool to study

turbulence.

Finally, the theorem of spatial symmetry invariance for 2D Kolmogorov flow
can be generalized to the three-dimensional (3D) incompressible Navier-Stokes equa-
tions [23], as proved below in the Appendix in a similar way.

Appendix

Spatial symmetry invariance of solution of the
three-dimensional Navier-Stokes equations

Let us consider the dimensionless three-dimensional (3D) incompressible Navier-
Stokes equations [23]:

V-u = 0, (A1)

) 1
S+ @ V)u = —Vpt —Au+tf, (A.2)

ot
under periodic boundary condition in a square domain x = (xy, 79, 23) € [0,27]3,
where t € [0,400) denotes the time, u = (uy,uz,u3) is the velocity of fluid, p is
the pressure, f(x) is an steady-state external force, Re is the Reynolds number, V
is the Hamilton operator, and A = V - V is the Laplace operator, respectively. Let
O — z1x973 denote its corresponding coordinate system.

Define
1 du(x,t) 1 Jp(x,1)
(m) (5 ¢) = 29Uy oy L OPED
with
w0 (x, 1) = u(x, 8), pO(x,1) = p(x, 1), (A4)
for integer m > 0.
From (A.2), it holds
(V- 1
OV G a- V)] = —Apt AT 1)+ V-, (A.5)

ot Re



12

which gives using the continuation equation (A.1) that
Ap=V -f-V.[(u-V)u]. (A.6)

Differentiating (A.2) and (A.6) m times with respect to ¢ and then dividing by m!,
we have

m - % m—1 m 1 m
(m+ Du™+D 4+ ; (u? - V) ulm = —vplm 4 ﬁAu( ), (A7)
AP = =30V [(u® - ¥) a0 (A.8)
=0

form>1andt > 0.

Let u/(x/,t), p'(x/,t), f'(x') denote the velocity and pressure of fluid, and the

external force in the coordinate system O' — x| zha}, respectively, where x' € [0, 27)°.

Certainly, they also satisfy (A.2) and (A.6)-(A.8) for t > 0, thus

1

WO (0 V) = SV A (A.9)

e 4 . 1
D+ 10 ') /) /) L Ay ) > 1, (A.10
(m+ 1)u —|—;(u V)u V'p +Re u'™, m>1, ( )

and
A/p' _ V’~f’—V" [(u’~V’)u’], (A.ll)
AP = =NV (W) ] m > 1 (A.12)
1=0

In general case, u'(x',t) # u(x,t). However, if there exists u/(x',t) = u(x,1),
then there exists the spatial symmetry under the coordinate translation z} = z; + 7
and/or the coordinate rotation 2} = —z;.

Lemma A Under the coordinate translation x; = x; + 7 and/or the coordinate rota-
tion o, = —x;, it holds
V=V, A=A (A.13)

Proof: Let e;, €, denote the axis unit vector for z;, x}, respectively, where i = 1,2, 3.
For the coordinate translation z = x; 4+ 7, it holds
g 0 Ox;

dz; Oxldx; Ozl

e; =€, i=1,2,3, (A.14)

thus

V’—Ze’i—ie'i—v (A.15)
T2 Gy Ty T |
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Similarly, for the coordinate rotation z; = —x;, where ¢ = 1,2, 3, it holds
0 0 ox! 0
= —e = 7 A.16
CTT% 91, 070w Ozl (A.16)
thus,
3 3 3
0 0 0
V' = L = —€;) | — = ; =V. A1T7
e g =20 (7) = Lo (A7)
So, under x}, = x; + m and/or z, = —;, it holds

AN=V.V=V.-V=A (A.18)

This ends the proof of Lemma A.

Lemma B For the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations (A.1) and (A.2) under pe-
riodic boundary condition, if there exist the spatial symmetry w'(x',ty) = u(x, to)
att =ty and f'(x') = £(x), where 2, = x;+7 and/or x; = —x; (i =1,2,3), and
besides there exists the temporal Taylor series of u(x,t) att = tq, then there exist
the spatial symmetry W™ (X' 1) = u™ ) (x, o) and p'™ (X, o) = p™ (x, to)
at t =ty for all integer m > 0.

Proof. Lemma B can be proved by means of recursive method.

(A) When m = 0, (A.11) becomes at t = t, that
A=V -f—=V-[(u-V)u], (A.19)

since A’ = A, V' = V according to Lemma A, and besides there exist the spatial
symmetry u'(x’,tg) = u(x,t) and f'(x’) = f(x). Comparing (A.19) with (A.6), we
have Ap = Ap/, that gives p/(x/, o) = p(x,to), i.e. PO (X, o) = p(x,1).

Similarly, (A.9) becomes at t = ¢, that
1
W4 (u-V)u= ~Vp+ L Autr, (A20)
e

since A’ = A)V' = V according to Lemma A and there exist the spatial symme-
try u'(x,tg) = u(x,tg), f'(x') = f(x) and p'(x/,t9) = p(x,ts) as mentioned above.
Comparing (A.20) to (A.2) gives u'M(x',t5) = uV(x, ).

Thus, Lemma B holds when m = 0.

(B) Assume that Lemma B holds when m = n > 0, say, there exists the spatial
symmetry

w (K 1) = u(x, 1), PP t0) = pP(x,t0), 0<i<n. (A.21)

Then, (A.12 ) becomes at t =ty that

n+1
Ap/ D — Z V- [(u? V)t (A.22)

1=0
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since A’ = A, V' = V according to Lemma A, and there exist the spatial symmetry
(A.21). Comparing (A.22) to (A.8) gives p'™ D (x/ o) = p™*(x, ty).

Then, according to the spatial symmetry (A.21), (A.10) (when m = n+1) becomes
at t =ty that

n+1
, A 1
(n + 2)u/(n+2) + Z (u(z) . v) u(n-l—l—z) _ _vp(n-i-l) + EAU(TH-U’ (A23)
=0

since A’ = A, V' = V according to Lemma A and p/™+)(x',¢y) = p™+(x,t,) as
proved above. Setting m =n + 1 in (A.7) gives at t =, that

n+1
, , 1
(n+ 2)u(n+2) + Z (u(z) . V) a1 — _vp(n+1) + ﬁAu(nH)' (A.24)
i=0

Comparing (A.23) to (A.24) gives '+ (x o) = u+?) (x, ty).
Thus, if Lemma B holds for m =n > 0, it holds for m =n + 1.

(C) According to (A) and (B), Lemma B holds for arbitrary integer m > 0.
This ends the proof of Lemma B.

Lemma C For the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations (A.1) and (A.2) under
periodic boundary condition, if there exist the spatial symmetry u'(x/,ty) =
u(x,ty) at t = to and tf'(x') = f(x), where 2 = z; + © and/or x;, = —ux;
(1 = 1,2,3), and besides there ezists the temporal Taylor series of u(x,t) at
t = to with a non-zero radius p of convergence, then there exists the spatial
symmetry w'(x',t) = u(x,t) int € [to, p).

Proof. According to the Lemma B, the temporal Taylor series of u(x,t) at ¢t = tg
reads

+00 “+o0o
ux,t) = > u(x o)t —to)" =Y w(x t)(t —to)" = u'(x,t) (A.25)
m=0 m=0
in |t — to] < po, which includes ¢ € [tg,to + po). This ends the proof of Lemma C.

Theorem of Spatial Symmetry Invariance of 3D NS equations The solution
u of the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations (A.1) and (A.2) under periodic
boundary condition has the same spatial symmetry u'(x',t) = u(x,t) for allt > 0
as its smooth initial condition, where x; = x;+m for translation and/or z; = —x;
(i = 1,2,3) for rotation, if there exist the spatial symmetry w'(x’,0) = u(x,0)
for initial condition and f'(x') = f£(x) for external force, and besides the temporal
Taylor series of u(x,t) exists and has a non-zero radius of convergence fort > 0.



15

Proof. Since there exists the spatial symmetry u'(x’,0) = u(x,0) and f'(x') = f(x),

where 2z = z; + m and/or a, = —x; (i = 1,2,3), we have according to Lemma C
(setting ¢ty = 0) the spatial symmetry
u'(x',t) = u(x, t), t €10, do),

where 0y < pg, and py > 0 is the non-zero radius of convergence of its Taylor series at
t=0.

Similarly, since there exists the spatial symmetry u'(x’,dy) = u(x,dy) at t = do
and f'(x’) = f(x), we have according to Lemma C (setting ty = Jy) the spatial
symmetry

u'(x')t) = u(x, t), t € [, 1],
where §; < p1, and p; > 0 is the non-zero radius of convergence of its Taylor series at
t = 50.

Note that
[O, (50] U [50, 51] - [O, (51],

thus in this way there exists the spatial symmetry
u'(x',t) = u(x, t), t €10,61],

in a larger interval of time. The same process can keep going and the time interval
becomes larger and larger, since the temporal Taylor series of u(x,t) always exists
with a non-zero radius of convergence. Thus, it holds the spatial symmetry

u'(x',t) = u(x, t), t €[0,+00).

This ends the proof of the Theorem of Spatial Symmetry Invariance.

Remark A The Theorem of Spatial Symmetry Invariance for Navier-Stokes equa-
tions can be used as a criterion to verify the correctness and accuracy of nu-
merical simulation of Navier-Stokes equations in the corresponding conditions:
numerical simulations of Navier-Stokes equations must depart from exact solu-
tion greatly if they distinctly violate this theorem.

Remark B Let O denote one observer in the coordinate system O — xyxox3, and

O’ denote another observer in the coordinate system O — x| x)a}, respectively,

where 2} = 2} + 7 and/or 2, = —x. When there exist the spatial symmetry

(2
f'(x') = f(x) for external force and u'(x’,0) = u(x,0) for initial condition,
the governing equations and the initial condition are the same for both of the
observer O in O — x1xox3 and the observer O’ in the coordinate system O —
xyxhal. Physically speaking, for the two observers at the two different coordinate
systems, they should observe the same flow if the initial condition and the
external force are the same, say, u'(x/,t) = u(x,t), for t € [0,400). From
the viewpoint of the third observer knowing their results simultaneously, the
flow governed by NS equations should have a kind of spatial symmetry. This
physical insight is indeed true as mathematically proved above in this paper.
So, the Theorem of Spatial Symmetry Invariance is easy to understand from

physical viewpoint.
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