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Unique Ergodicity for Fractionally Dissipated, Stochastcally Forced 2D
Euler Equations

Peter Constantin, Nathan Glatt-Holtz, and Vlad Vicol

ABSTRACT. We establish the existence and uniqueness of an ergodidany measure for 2D fractionally
dissipated stochastic Euler equations on the periodicfeoxany power of the dissipation term.

1. Introduction

Because of the combined effects of rapid rotation and srepéet ratio, much of large scale atmospheric
turbulence is dominated by two dimensional dynamics. Ia feitting, the role of molecular dissipation is
negligible, but other forms of dissipation do existHGS95 PBHO00, PH02, SBH02]. Two dimensional
turbulence has been extensively studied theoreticdlp§7, Bat69, RS92 FL94, Con97, FIMRO02],
experimentally PT97, PT98, VLPC t02, BPSS02 and numerically PSC0Q CP01]. See also the re-
views [Fri95, Tab02] and references therein. In such forced dissipative sysgegommon approach, both
numerically and theoretically, is to use a frequency-lizea stationary gaussian (white in time) stochastic
process as a proxy for “generic” energy injection, see &lgvps, FS84 Eyi96, AFS08 BS09 KS12].

The simplest form of dissipation, wave-number independtictton, leads to the damped-driven Euler
equations Ber00, CR07]. Unfortunately, the ergodic theory for the stochasticdtirced damped-driven
Euler equations seems to be far from reach at the momentistimspart due to the lack of compactness
or continuous dependence in a suitable Polish space. Thehapace for 2D Euled,> N L' vorticity, is
ill-suited to study the ergodic theory for SPDEs in the Maika framework with the existing tools.

Weak wave-number dependence in the dissipation can be diasveemedy for the difficulties encoun-
tered with damped and driven Euler equations. Our goal Bdmeaddress the question of what is the lowest
power of dissipation in the fractionally dissipated Eulguations that allows the development of a rigorous
ergodic theory. In the case of very weak wave-number depmediis question turns out to be quite non-
trivial. Recently, the use of fractional dissipation as@utarizing term in models arising in fluid mechanics
has become quite common, see e@CIW01, Wu02, KNV07, CCGO09, CV10, Kisl10, CCV1l, HKR11,
CV12, CW12] and references therein.

In this work we establish the existence and uniqueness ofggalie invariant measure for the fraction-
ally dissipative 2D Euler equation in vorticity form

dw + (Nw + u - Vw)dt = odW,
u=Kx*w, (1.2)
w(0) = wy,
whereA” = (—A)"/2 is the fractional Laplacian, angis allowed to takeany value in(0,2]. HereK is
the Biot-Savart kernel, so th&t+ - « = w andV - u = 0. The equations evolve on the periodic BBk =

[, 7]2. The noise is white in time, colored in space, and degeneratbe sense that it is supported on
only finitely many Fourier modes. This work is part of a largeal to understand inviscid limits for weakly
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dissipated, stochastically forced Euler equations aradedlsystems, in the class of invariant measures. See
also EKMSO00, Kuk04, CR07, BS09 Kup10, KS12, GHSV13] and containing references.

There exists a fairly well-developed ergodic theory of theckastic Navier-Stokes equations in two
dimensions. As far as we know, the study of stochastic N&viekes goes back to the 1960Mdv69,
with the rigorous mathematical framework initially devedal by BT72, VKF79, Cru89]. The ergodic
theory for 2D stochastic NSE, and other nonlinear SPDEs,imaated by [FM95, DPZ96] around the
Doob-Khasminskii theorem. This setting requires finitegismoothing of the Markov semigroup (the
Strong Feller property) and a strong form of irreducibiliths such, these initial works required a very
non-degenerate noise structure, that is stochastic fpiniall Fourier modes. Following these pioneering
works, a number of authors have addressed the case of imgJlyadegenerate stochastic forcinger99,
Mat99, Mat02b, BKLO1, EMSO01, EHO01, KS01, KS02, MY02, Mat03]. These authors realized the es-
sential role played by Foias-Prodi-type estimates (deténg modes) FP67] for obtaining ergodicity in
nonlinear SPDEs. More recently, in a series of woldp6, HM06, HM08, HM11] the unique ergod-
icity and mixing properties of the stochastic Navier-Stkguations have been established for a class of
very degenerate (hypoelliptic) stochastic forcings. Irtipalar these authors introduced a notion of time
asymptotic smoothing for the Markov semigroup and conmetités property with unique ergodicity. We
will make central use of this “asymptotic strong Feller” peoty here. For further recent developments and
background on the ergodic theory of nonlinear SPDEs we th&ereader toKupl10, Deb1l, KS12] and
references therein. The time asymptotic and statistictfi{ionary behavior of the damped stochastic Euler
has been studied in e.dBIF00, BF12, GHSV13], but only in the context of weak solutions both in the PDE
and probabilistic sense, which is far from the Markoviamfeavork used here.

If the dissipation’s wave number dependence is strong énoug for~y € (1,2), the argument in
[HMO6] appears to go through without major new ideas. The reaghiaid” is smoothing byy derivatives,
while - Vw = V - (uw) has a one derivative loss. Moreover, at the technical leseny < (1,2) one can
simply work with the phase spade’, where we have existence, uniqueness, and continuous akepen
on data for the SPDE. Therefore, one can show the Markoviamigseup is Feller, obtain the needed
exponential moment bounds, and the asymptotic strongrielperty, all in thel? phase space.

On the other hand, the casec (0, 1] is hard for the following reasons: It appears from the above
naive derivative counting that the cages (0, 1] requires a new idea in order to appeal to Foias-Prodi-type
arguments. No continuous dependence on data in.thphase space is available, and even uniqueness
might fail in L? for (1.1), so the Markovian framework breaks down in this space. Tkensare we have
unigueness in the SPDE, we work in the phase sgétevith » > 2. The essential challenge now is
that there is no cancellation property for the nonlineamter H”, and so obtaining moments becomes a
highly non-trivial task. Moments are used extensively tigiwout the analysis: usually polynomial moments
(with at most linear time-growth) are used to obtain thetexise of invariant measures, while exponential
moments are used essentially in obtaining the uniquenasthdfmore, due to this lack of cancellation in
H", even establishing the Feller property is not trivial.

Our new ideas, which allow us to overcome the above mentitgethical difficulties are as follows.
We developed a way to use the inherent parabolic smoothitigeiaquation, combined with a stopping time
argument, to obtain the Feller property. The smoothing tkes care (after an arbitrarily small transient
smoothing time) of the problem with the naive derivative ting. In order to obtain estimates on the
gradient of the Markov semigroup, we need to make use of el moments. Since we do not have
them inH", we first need to address the control equation for the veldieiids in L2, which only require the
availableL? exponential moments. We then use the instantaneous smgathd interpolation to obtain the
needed decay estimates/ifi. Parabolic smoothing may thus be also viewed as a tool testraptavailable
moment information fromL? to H”. Our exponential moment estimates make use of a sharpehiag o
lower bound on the dissipation term I¥ from [CCO04]. This appears to be new, and may also be of some
independent interest.
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1.1. Mathematical Setting and Assumptions on the NoiseThe size of the periodic domain is chosen
so that for convenience the lowest eigenvalue-&, and hence of the fractional Laplacian, is equal to
1. Lebesgue spaces are denoted as usu@lhyith 1 < p < co. For anys > 0 we shall denote by/* as
the Hilbert space of mean zero elements L*(T?) such thaf|A*w||?, < occ.

Throughout this manuscript fix > 2. We will be considering pathwise, that is probabilistigadtrong,
solutions. Hence we fix a stochastic baSis= (Q2, F,P, {F;}:+>0, W). The noise term in1(.1) is given
explicitly as

odW =Y op(x)dWh () (1.2)
kEZ
where we denote the set of forced modeszby Z2. We will use the notation that for > 0

ol = > llowlls

keZz

o|?, :/ (Z ENe )p/2 da.

keZ

We assume for simplicity that fdZ| < oo and Z is symmetric with respect tb — —k. Also, to
simplify the exposition we consider the following explisttucturé for theoy,. As in [HMO06], let {g; }rez
be a collection of non-zero real numbers anctjgtr) = sin(k - z) for k € Z N Z2% andey,(z) = cos(k - z)
fork € ZNZ?, whereZ? = {k = (ki,k2) € Z*: ko > 0, orky = 0 andk; > 0}, andZ? = —Z2. We
then let

Similarly we adopt for any > 2,

or(z) = qrex () (1.3)
foranyk € Z. For many of the below results we ne&do contain a sufficiently large ball around the origin
in Z2. That is, we assume there exists a sufficiently large intdger 0 such that

{(keZ?: 0< |k|<N}cCZ.

1.2. Well-posedness and Markovian Framework.For initial datawy, € H", it may be shown that
(1.1 has a unique global in time probabilistically strong, pathwise, solution i {". More precisely we
have the following well-posedness result:

PropPosITION1.1 (Well-posedness) Fix a stochastic basi§ = (Q, F,P, {F; }+>0, W) and consider
anyr > 2,~v > 0. Suppose, for simplicity that takes the forn{1.3). Then, for anyvy € H" there exists a
uniquew = w(t,wp) = w(t,wo,c W) satisfying(1.1), in the time integrated sense and with the regularity

w € L([0,00); H") N Li,e([0,00); H™7/?)
almost surely.

By making use of the change of variable= w — oW, this existence and uniqueness result can be
established using standard methods in a similar fashiohna®b Euler/Navier-Stokes equation. See e.g.
[CF88, MB02]. Note however that the local and global existence for gtrqrathwise solutions of the 2D
and 3D Euler equations has been treated in a much more geeéiag, with multiplicative noise and in the
presence of boundaries iGHV13], and see also the references therein. See Rgz90 DPZ92, PR07]
for more on the general well-possedness theory for SPDE.

On the other hand, the fractional dissipation term prese(t.il) leads to smoothing properties which
we would not expect from the damped Euler equation. We widlssm Theoreml.2 that solutions smooth
to an arbitrary degree regularity after an arbitrarily shone. With this smoothing effect we show in
Proposition3.1 that solutions dependent continuously on initial condisiin the ™ topology.

Iror Propositionl.1 and Theoremd.2-1.4 we in fact do not require any other assumptions on the noise, texcept for
|lo|lms < oo with s = r + 2. In fact, these results hold with more general, possibliestiependent (multiplicative) noise.
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With this basic well-posedness in hand we may associateddraénsition functions tol(.1) by defining
Pi(wp, A) = P(w(t,wp) € A) foranyt >0,A € B(H"). (1.4)

This defines the Markovian semigroup, also dendted ;>
Pip(+) = Ep(w(t,-) = / p(wo) Pi(-, dwo),  foranyp e My(H"), (1.5)

where M, (H") denotes the collection of bounded, real valued, Borel nreage functions mapping from
H". We will denoteCy,(H") to be the collection of continuous real valued functions pieg from H”. We
will show in Section3 below, that{ #; }+>¢ is Feller meaning that’, mapsC}(H") into C,(H") for every
t > 0. Let us recall that for any Borel probability measurghe dual semigrou’;” acts as

Frnt) = [ Pulen, (o)

Note thatP;" may be defined to act on any finite signed Borel meagurEheny € Pr(H") is aninvariant
measurdor { P, };>¢ if Pfp = pforallt > 0.

1.3. Notation. For the sake of readability, throughout this manuscript Wallsadopt the following
notational conventions. All constants are deterministid mdependent of time.

(i) C shall denote a sufficiently large positive constant thatedels onr, v, and on the constants
arising in the Sobolev, Poincaré, Burkholder-Davis-GQurahd other inequalities. The value of
C may change from line to line. When the constéhtlepends on other parametesswe shall
explicitly remind the reader of this dependance by writini@\).

(i) P(x) shall denote a polynomial of the tyde+ x?, where the degree of the polynomial is sup-
pressed in the notation. We shall also wfér, y) to denote a polynomidl + x% + y%, where
again the dependence gnandgs; is suppressed.

(i) &€(x,z) shall denote the functionxp(x(1 + x2)). Below,  shall always take the form =
1/(CP(||le|l)) for a suitable norm - || of o, which we will specify, and a universal constaras
in (i) above.

1.4. Main Results. We now turn to describe the main results of the work, and tmlaysome of the
challenges involved in their proofs. As mentioned abovéhatheart of our argument is obtaining moment
bounds in high Sobolev spaces for solutionslof), The first main result gives polynomial moment bounds
for the H"+*®) norm of w(t), with a(t) increasing, and these bounds grow only linearly in time.sThi
secular growth is in turn essential for the existence anguemess results below (cf. Theoreindandl.5).

THEOREM 1.2 (Polynomial Sobolev Moments and Smoothing)Fix r > 2,~ > 0, and letm > 0 and
T,, > 0 be arbitrary. Define

-1
olt) = {mtTm . te0,T, w6
m, t>Tp.

Then, for anyl’ > 0 and anyq > 2 we have

T
E ( sup ||Ar+a(t)w(t)”%2 + / ‘|Ar+7/2+a(t)w(t)”%2 ||Ar+a(t)w(t)||%g2dt>
te[0,T] 0

< CP(E|wollar) + CTP(||o|lgr+m), (1.7)

whereC' = C(q,T,,,m) is a sufficiently large constant, independent7of The polynomialP is given
explicitly in (2.21) below.
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We emphasize that, the number of derivatives we want to gain, dfid, the time in which this gain
is achieved, can be taken arbitrarily large, respectivéitrarily small. This is a quantitative control on the
parabolic smoothing effects inherent in the equations. t€ébleniques outlined in the proof of Theordn?
below, combined with the arguments RT89, Mat02a], may be used to show that in fact the equations lie
in a Gevrey-class wheh> 0.

The main difficulty in establishing Theorein2 is that in high Sobolev spacd$® with s > 0, unlike
the cases = 0, we do not have thaf A®(u - Vw)ASwdz = 0. In order to obtain bounds that do not blow
up in finite time, we use a commutator estimate which showtstiieal7* norm is under control globally, if
the expected value of thé' norm to a large power is integrable in time. In turn, to ob&ich polynomial
moments for thegZ! norm, upon integration by parts, it is sufficient to obtaitypomial moment bounds
for high L? norms of the solution. The latter is achieved using that thdinear term vanishes if”, and
the positivity of the fractional Laplacian ib?, see £CO04] and AppendixA below. The above described
argument of bootstrapping moments frdifito H* and then ta"+t*® is given in Subsectio@.1 below.

While the polynomial moments established in Theorkeare sufficient in order to establish the exis-
tence and regularity of invariant measures hfl), in order to establish gradient estimates for the Markov
semigroup, which is an essential step for uniqueness afiantaneasures, exponential moments are needed.
As with the case of the Navier-Stokes equations= 2), classical arguments can be used to establish ex-
ponential moments for the? norm of the solution. However in the Naver-Stokes ch3és also the phase
space where the Markov semigroup evolves. In the fractioasé considered here the Markov semigroup is
evolving onH", and this discrepancy between the space where exponermraknis are available and the
phase space causes a number of difficulties. At this stagedéer to be able to use the parabolic smoothing
property we make critical use of of exponential momentsafoylarge L norm of which is the next result.

THEOREM 1.3 (Exponential Lebesgue Moments) Letp > 2 be even, and” > 0 be arbitrary. There
existsky > 0 with

1
KO = A~
C)P(lolwr)
such that for every: € (0, o] we have
T
Eexp (kl|w(T)[Z») +E/ exp (kllw(t)[|7») dt < CEE(x, |lwollZ») + OKT (1.8)
0

whereC = C(p). Moreover, for every: in this range we have that

T
Eexp ( / uw<s>u%pds) < TEE (Y2, Juo13,) (19)
0
holds.

We notice that the growth in time ol () is only linear, and the exponential growth in time @f9) is
at a rate that is independent@f The proof of Theorem..3, given in Subsectiof.2 below, is based on the
Ito Lemma inL? [DPZ92, Kry10], and a Poincaré inequality ib? for fractional powers of the Laplacian,
given in PropositiorA.1. More precisely, fop > 2 even, we prove that

O )N O()de > 6], + AT

T2 Cy p

holds, with an explicit constartt’, > 1 given by @A.5) below. The lower boundA.1), but without theL?

norm oféd on the right side, was proven by Cérdoba and Cordob&®J4]. Sinced?/? is not of zero mean

whenp > 4 is even, this lower bound does not however follow directnir[CC04]. Note that in the case

~ = 2 we have a local operator,A, and the above estimate easily follows using integratiopds. In the

fractional case, due to the lack of a Leibniz rule, we needfardint argument, given in Appendix below.
In the next theorem we establish the Feller property for tlaekdv semigou; associated tal(1), and

prove theexistencenf an ergodic invariant measure for the dual semigroup, vhaiditionally is supported

on smooth functions.
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THEOREM 1.4 (Existence and Regularity of Invariant Measures) Letr > 2 and~ > 0. The system
(1.2) defines, fort > 0 a Feller semigroupP;, on H". There exists an ergodic invariant measureor
{P;}+>0. Moreover, every invariant measugeof P; is supported o> and

| el due) < oc
HT
for everys > r, and for anyg > 2.

In the classical case of the stochastic Navier-Stokes emsathe Feller property follows directly from
a continuous dependence estimate on data in the phaselshdoehe fractional case with < 1, we face
two complicating factors. The standard continuous deperel®n data estimates " do not appear to
work since we cannot control stray terms arising from lifezdion, as can be seen from a naive accounting
based on the number of derivatives (for the deterministieiEequation this is in fact not truéas07)).

To overcome this difficulty we make careful use of a parabsiiwoothing argument, by controlling the
difference of twoH"t2® solutions inH"~*+*(®), Coupled with the bounds available from Theor&rg,

with m = 1 andT,, sufficiently small, this allows us to control the differenaethe solutions inH", for

any strictly positive time. Even leaving the regularityussaside, in contrast to the classical case where the
Feller property is an immediate “pathwise” inference frdra Dominated Convergence Theorem, due lack
of cancellations here we must invoke a delicate stopping aimd density argument. This is the content of
Proposition3.2 below. See also the recent woi&KVZ13] where a similar approach has been used to
address multiplicative noise.

With the Feller property now in hand the existence and regylaf invariant measure now follows from
Theoreml.2 with the aid of standard long-time averaging arguments. [&Mlie only go so far as to give
the details for the”>° support ofu we believe it should be possible to show thass in fact supported on
Gevrey-class functions. It is also worth emphasizing thpetouthis point in the work our arguments extend
trivially to any additive noise with a sufficiently smoaothand indeed even to certain classes state dependent
noise structures. The proof of Theordm is given at the end of Sectidhl

THEOREM 1.5 Uniqueness of Invariant Measures) Letr > 2 and~y > 0. There exists amlN =
N(v,r, |lollLs-~ ), such that if the ball of radiusv in ZZ lies insideZ, then there exists a unique and ergodic
invariant measure.

The proof of Theoreml.5 is carried out in Sectiod and consists of two principal steps. First we
establish a certain time-asymptotic smoothing properthefMarkov semigroup associated o). More
specifically, we establish thd?, satisfies the so-calledsymptotically strong Feller propertywhich was
introduced in HMO06], and is recalled here in DefinitioA.1 below. In practice this is achieved through
an estimate on the gradient of the Markov semigroup obtainderoposition4.2 In this setting, using
some tools from Malliavin calculus, the gradient estimatédsbdown to constructing a suitable “control”,
which assigns to every perturbation in the initial data aysbation in the noise. This perturbation in the
chosen so that the global dynamics is controlled by the dycgon a sufficiently large, but finite, number
of determining Fourier modes (Foias-Prodi estimates).nfy#ptically, ast — oo, one has to show that the
size of this control vanishes, which encodes the time-asytispgsmoothing of the Markov semigroup.

For v small the difficulty here is twofold, even in the so calledsestially elliptic’ case, where we
force all the determining modes of the system. First, evémsfnumber of moded/ is sufficiently large, a
simple derivative count shows that for the control to deaag loas to use the parabolic smoothing described
in Theorem1.2 This aside, a second difficulty arises: we do not have expiaianoments for thed*
norms of the solution whes > 1, and such exponential moments appear to play an indispensab
in such gradient estimates. We overcome this difficulty bst faroving that thed —' norm of the control
decays, which only requires exponential moments fothaorm of the solution, available by Theordn3.

We then use the smoothing effects and interpolation to baptshis Z ~' decay to a decay ifl".

The second step is to establish tiais weakly irreducible ab, meaning tha is in the support of every

invariant measure. This property follows from uniform egttes on the stationary solution established after
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Proposition3.4 and the following property of the equations: the unforcedatyics are driven t0, and
moreover this fixed point is stable under perturbations énfthicing. The precise estimates which lead to
the weak irreducibility property are given in Sectign

Combining these two main steps, the asymptotic strong iHedtaperty and the weak irreducibility, we
now rely on the following fundamental result:

Theorem [HMO6, Theorem 3.16] et 1 and v be two distinct ergodic invariant probability measures
for P,. If P, is asymptotically strong Feller ab, thenw & supppu N suppr.

Using the above result, in view of Theorelmlwe may now infer the uniqueness of invariant measures.

2. A Priori Estimates. Moment Bounds and Instantaneous Smdbing

In this section we establish the following moment boundsstdutionsw(t, w) of (1.1). For the sake of
generality, we consider possibly random initial data, betihoment bounds obtained here will be applied
in forthcoming sections with deterministic initial condits.

2.1. Polynomial Moments and Smoothing EstimatesThe goal of this subsection is to prove Theo-
rem 1.2, which is achieved in several steps. The first step is to ml@aimoment bound foE? norms of
w. The second step is to bootstrap using a commutator estamatebtain polynomial moments for ti#é!
norm of the vorticity. The last step is to use the inherenapalic regularization in the equation to further
bootstrap and prove polynomial moment bounds on high Selaens. We emphasize that all the moment
bounds obtained in this subsection grow at most linearly wihe. This is essential way to establish the
existence of invariant measures below in Sec8on

2.1.1. Estimates fotw in L?, p > 2. We now prove moment bounds fé& norms of the solution, with
p > 2, andeven Applying the It o lemma pointiwse inand the stochastic Fubini theorem, we obtain the
following LP? version of the It o lemma (see al$ay10])

-1
dlw|f, = (—p /11‘2 WP N wdx + I% Z /11‘2 a?wp_zdw> dt —i—pz </T2 Ulwp_ldw> dw'

lez leZ
-1
=: <—pT1,p + I%T%{)) dt +p Z Sl’del. (21)
leZ
Using PropositiorA.1, we have a lower bound on the fractional Laplacian

1
pTip=p [ 0 Wods = ol + [ [007207)
']1'2 C»y ']1'2
whereC, > 1 may be computed explicitly. A standard Holder andoung bound for the second term on

the right side of 2.1) yields

p(p—1)
2

2
‘ dz (2.2)

1

-2

Top < PPl < sl +Cllol 23)
v

where(,, is the constant appearing i8.9). We integrate Z.1) on [0, T'], take expected values and use the
estimate 2.2—(2.3) to arrive at

T
El|w(T)IZ» +/0 Ellw(s)||7»ds < CEllwoll7, + CTlo |7, - (2.4)

2.1.2. Estimates fow in H'. We now obtain moment bounds for tf&' norm of the vorticity. First
we deal with quadratic moments by appealing to the Ito lemni&

w7 + 2[wl|31442dt = (HJHEHP — 2/ u- wmm) dt+2 </ alAwdx> dw'. (2.5)
T ez VT
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Upon integration by parts, using th&t- « = 0, the nonlinear term may be bounded as

/ u - VwAwdz
']1'2

Vw: Vu - Vwdz| < |va\\§2+s\\vu|yL2£ (2.6)
T2 N
wheree = e(v) := 2v/(4 — 7) is defined such thati?/* ¢ L**< by Sobolev embedding. Using theit is
given by a matrix of Riesz transforms acting ©nand the Gagliardo-Nirenberg estimate, the right side of
(2.6) is further bounded as

IVwl|Zoee [Vl 2ee < Cllw]l 2se w215 < Clle] 4HwHETHwH i

1+%

1+F
2<2+w) 4
5

<l g + CI!WHLszH g Cllwll?

4\» +

(2.7)

2] and the size of the periodic box. Letting

L9 4\4;

for some sufficiently large consta6tthat depends on € (0,

4
py=4+—, (2.8)
v
and using once more the Holder and Poincaré inequal{®es), gives
dlwlf + llwlFpdt < (ol + Cllwllfh, ) dt+2) </ alAwdx> dw! (2.9)
leZ

and hence, upon integrating @h 7'] and taking expected values we arrive at

T T
E|lw(T)II3 +/0 Ellw(s)l3ds < Elwoll? + Tlloll + C/ Ellw(s) |75 ds
< EllwollFp + CE|lwoll7h, + CT (lollfn + llolih,) . (2.20)

In the last inequality above we have appealed to/ifremoment boundZ.4) above.
In Section2.1.3below we will in fact need bounds da||w||%,., with ¢ > 2 possibly large, depending

on~. To this end, we apply the It'o formula to the functiofr) = 2%/2, andz(t) = ||lw(t)||%,, and obtain
as in .9 that

q _
dllwlf < §HWH?H1 (=lwllzn + llolfn + Cllwlzh, ) dt

_ -2
+ gllw]| 2 </ alAwdx> dWl+q(q2 ) o1 o 12t (2.11)
2
ez

for anyq > 2. Integrating 2.11) on [0, 7], taking expected values and using th¥oung inequality three
times, we arrive at

T T apy
q =
Elw(D)]§: + 2 / Eljw(s)|%:ds < Ellwol|%: + CT o)l +C / Eljw(s)l[ 3, ds
2 2
< EJlwollfyy + CEllwo| %315, + CT (llolify + o105, )

< CP(E[wol 1) + CTP([lo]lm) (2.12)

where in the second inequality we have used the Holder algguand the moment boun@.@) for the
L~/2 norm. HereC' depends on the parametger

2.1.3. Estimates for in H" ()| smoothing.In this final step of the proof of Theorem?2, we make
estimates on th&? norm of A"**(®)w(t). Here for the sake of brevity we define

s(t) =r+ a(t)
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and note thak(t) > 2 for all t > 0. The It 0 lemma it.2, applied toA*")w, yields
d|A°w|72 + 2| AP0 Fadt — 26(1) | A% (log A)2w]|F 2 dt

= <HJHI2HIS — 2/T2 u- Vw(—A)%;dx) dt + 22 </T2 Ul(—A)Swdac> dw', (2.13)
ez
where we have used that
d . ost) o asty ) 2mTt log([k[)|k>®), ¢ € [0, Tp],
—|E]*5") = 24(t) 1 k|=\W) = m
SR = 24(0) log () |k 0 T

In order to bootstrap fron2(13 to compute higher moments we now make a second applicatithe dt o
lemma withp(z) = /2. We obtain

d[ AWl + gl A 2w AW ] 27 dE — g (t)| A (log A)' w72 | A%w]|T, d

( /T 2 al(—A)swdaz> dw'

—9 2
+ MHASWH(E4 (/ 01(—A)swdm> dt. (2.14)
2 ez T

= Dnlfs? (ol —2 [ - V(- ayude) de+ gla%ul?
lez

Now, since for anyy > 0 there existsV, = N.(vy, m,T,,) > 0 such that
1
alog(|k|) < mT;, " log(|k|) < Skl forall k] > N, (2.15)

and possibly choosingy/, larger so thalNﬁ/2 > mT,1 we have

G ()| A% (log A)2w]| 7. = a(t) Y [k log k||
kez?

1
< 5\\As(t)+v/zw\@2 + NE2 e w0 (2.16)
Thus, with @.16) and @.14 we may thus conclude

q -2
d| AW + §IIAS+”/2wH%zHASwH%2 dt

< Gl (0= Dllolfe + N2> Mier, ol +2| [ - Vol-aywds

) di
+ | A%w]| %% (Ao, ASw)dW. (2.17)
To estimate the nonlinear term on the right sided14), sinceV - v = 0, we may rewrite

/ (K *w) - Vw(—A)’wdr = /[As, (K *w) - ViwA wdz
T2

where[A®, f-V]g = A°(f-Vg)— f-A®g. We now use the commutator estimaBe4) of LemmaB.1, with
e = 4, and conclude

1
2 < OO+ wllf) + g lwllFyene- (2.18)

/ (K *xw) - Vw(—A)’wdx
']TQ

with C' = C(m) sinces < r + m and where

@A+ +m+y) —4)
D= G . (2.19)
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Putting togetherZ.18 with (2.17) we obtain with an appropriate usage of th¥oung inequality.
dl|A*w]7, + IIASW%HLz 1A%w]|T52dt
<C (Nf?"”m 2wl A ol + (14 [ l50)) 7 dt + gl A°w] 553 (A o, Aw)d W, (2.20)
We now conclude the desired results by integrat@@ over any interval0,¢] C [0, 7], taking a supre-

mum int and then taking expected values. Applying standard argtswsing the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
inequality to the martingale terms, we obtain

E(sup ”AS(t)w(t)H%Q / ”As +’Y/2WH2 ”As qu 2dt>

te[0,7

T Pq
< cepouls + OB ([ 1+ ol + lolihas)
0
PPvyq

prq PPy9q pg PPy 9
< CE <\|Arw0||%z+\|wo||1§1+Hw0|| ) Lor (1+||a||;fﬂr+m+uau[§1+nan ) (2.21)
L4 L4

foranyT > 0 andg > 2, with C' = C(q, m, T,), wherep is given by @.19 andp, is given by @.8).

2.2. Exponential Moments inLP, p > 2. The purpose of this section is to establish exponential
moments for the.? norms of the solution, i.e. prove Theordn3.

2.2.1. Pointwise in time exponential moments.this subsection we obtain pointwise in time exponen-
tial moment bounds for thé? norms of solutions, that grow only linearly in time, i.e.igsite (.8).

Forp > 2 andx > 0, to be determined, we now consider the function

Yi(T) = exp </{(1 + :E)Z/p) (2.22)

which is smooth in a neighborhood [, c0). We note that

Uil@) = (1 +2) 7 (o)
- 2-2p K2 2(2=p) 2-p
@) =204 ) T )+ ) ) < R0 ),

Letz(t) = |lw(t)|},. By the Ito Lemma, an@(l) we have that

-1 2
A (z) = V() <—pT1’p T )Tm) dt + %¢ (@)D SPydt+p Y i (x)SipdW!  (2.23)
ez ez
Using 2.2) and .3) we find
—1) 1 o ,
—pT1p+ Top < == wllfp + Clioligs
2 c,

with C, > 1, while the Holder inequality implies

2
IILTEDY (/ ‘”“"p_ldw> 3

lez lez
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Hence we obtain

1 2—
dijpw(x) < P () (——lel’ip + Clloll?, + (1 + [w][2) 7 ol w2 ? 1>> dt

C’Y
+ () Y SppdW!
leZ
1
< vf() (—C—wazp +CllolE, + llolis uwwzp) di+pul(e) Y SipdW' (2.24)
v leZ
Now for anyx = «(p, ||o||L») sufficiently small so that
1
’i(l""CVHUH]]%P) < 3 (2.25)
whereC(p) is the constant in4.24), and anyl" > 0, by integrating 2.24) we find
B (o(1) < Boa(0) +B [ 0la(0) (5 s ol +Clloll, ) ds. @26)

Using @.25 we next estimate

1 2K
o) (=gl + Cloly ) < 2 exp (s(1-+ 1)) (=g Wl + Il )
< %ﬁ exp (/4(1 + 4C’C’,Y||J||€p)2/p> < Ck. (2.27)

To see this one has to treat separately the cases |u{eh is larger or smaller thatC'C., ||o|7,. Combin-
ing (2.26) with (2.27) we obtain that

Eexp (f-ellw(T)H%p)Jr—E / exp (klw(®)[3,) dt < CEexp (|woll3,) + CRT  (2.28)

wherex = k(p, HUHH;}) is such that2.25) holds, and” = C(p). We note that the right side 02 28 grows
only linearly inp.

2.2.2. Exponential moments for the time-integraih this subsection we prove estimates for the expo-
nential of the time integral of th&? norms, i.e. bound1(9). For this purpose, let > 2 be even and

t
X(0) = (L+ (b3 + [ fto)ds
wheree = ¢(p) > 0 is to be determined later, and apply the It'c lemma t@th&unction
Y (X) =exp (kX).

In order to do this, we first us@ (1) and obtain

2 2-2

2=p (r—2)
X = (L |wlizy) 7 dllwliry — 5=+ wlife) Todllwlys +ellwlzodt

P 2p 1
= 5(1 + |wllf ) . <_pT17pdt + I%Tg,pdt + p(o, wp_1>dW>

2—2

= (P =2+ lwlf) 7 o, wP ) Pdt + el|w] o dt. (2.29)
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Here we used the shorthand notatieng)dW = ", - [r» o,gdzdW*. Therefore, the It'o lemma applied
to ¥, (X) yields

Ao (X) = (X)X + ZUl(X)dXdX

2-p 2-p
= kpn(X) (=20 + [wlF) 7 T+ (p = DL+ llf) 7 T,

2—2p
v

+ellwllzs = (0= 2)(1 + llwll7,) <0,wp_1>|2>dt

2—
+ R (X)2(1 + [|w]5,) 7 (o, ydW

2-p 2
R+ oll) 7S ([ owr s ) ar (2.30)

ez
Using 2.2—(2.3), the Holder inequality, and the definition ¢f, we thus infer

dip (X) < X——1 L+ w2 )TNl + Cllol2, + 2. +C 2 2. )dt
¢n( )— ’ﬂﬁﬂ( ) C ( HWHLP) P HWHLP HUH]LP €HW||LP KHUH]LPHWHLP
v

+ 2060 (X) (1 + [w][2) 7 (o, wP~ 1YW (2.31)

Next, we estimate
1

1 2-p 2-p 2-p
o A llwlze) 7 llwllze = =7 @+ llwllzs) 7 (4 A+ lwlze) + 50+ lwlz,) 7
v

Y

D= Q=

1

(4 lollZe)*? +1 < = lwls + 1
i

sinceC,, > 1 andp > 2. We thus obtain

1
Ae(X) < wbe () (= [l + C(1+ 912, + ellwl3 + Crllo | ol )t
Y

2—p

+ 260 (X) (L4 ||w|f,) 7 (o,wP™hYdW. (2.32)

We next choose, ¢ € (0, 1] to be sufficiently small so that

1 1
< —7 E S —7
- 20, 20,

where(, is the constant appearing next to the negative term on theside of .32). With this choice of
¢ andx, we may now integrate2(32) on [0, t], take expected values to obtain

Cr(1+|o|3) (2.33)

Evn (X (1)) < Eun(X(0)) + /0 (X (5))ds. (2.34)

The constant1() in front of the second term on the right side 834 is independent of because due to
(2.33 we haveCk(1 + ||o||,) < 1. From Q.34 and the Gronwall inequality we infer

t
Eexp <f-e||w(t)||%p + 6%/ IIw(s)II%pd8> < B (X(T)) < e"Expu(X(0)) (2.35)
0
foranyT > 0, and in particular
T
Eexp ( / ||w<s>||%pds) < TEexp ((1+ [unll},)27) (2.36)
0

holds forT > 0 ande, x chosen such thaR(33 holds. Note that without loss of generality we may take
€ = K, which proves 1.9).
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3. The Feller Property. Existence and Regularity Propertis of Invariant Measures

In this section we apply the a priori moment bounds derivetiénSectior? to establish thaf P, },>¢ is
Feller and then to infer the existence and regularity pitiggeof invariant measures for the dual semigroup.

3.1. Instantaneous Smoothing and the Feller Propertyln order to establish the Feller property for
P, we will need to following continuous dependence estimateiskwrely on a smoothing properties df.q)
established in Theoreth?2

ProPoOsSITION3.1 (Continuous Dependence irH"). Fix m > r, T,, > 0 and define

m

3.1
m, t>1T,. 3.1

m -1
a(t):{t T\, tel0,T],

Then for anywg, wg € H" and for anyr > 0
N
HW(T, WO)_W(7'> wO)HHT'fl‘F(X(T)

.
< |lwo — @l exp (C/ 1+ [lw(t, wo)l[Frsac + Hw(t@o)llfr{m(odt) (3.2)
0

a.s., where the deterministic constandepends om, m, vy, T}, but is independent af andwg, @y € H".

PROOF OFPROPOSITION3.1. For brevity of notation lety(t) = w(t,wp), @(t) = w(t,@p) andp =
w — @. Thenp satisfies:

dp+ANp+ B(p,w)+B(w,p) =0, p(0)=wy—w@o. (3.3)
As in the proof of Theorem.2we denote
s(t)y=r—1+at)
and find that
1d ) s
5 37 1A+ [A777/2p]2—26(1)]|A°(log A)'/2p]”
= —(A*B(p,w), A°p) — (N*B(@, p), A*p)
Repeating the computations leading 201©) we infer
d S S S S S S —, S
A plI? + [IA52p]2 <CIIAp|* + [(A*B(p, w), A*p)| + [(A*B(@, p), A*p)|
=C||A*p||* + Ty + To. (3.4)

for a constanC' = C'(m, T,,).
For the first ternil’;, we use B.2) and infer
Ty| < IA((K x p) - V)| r2[|A%pl| 2
< C(IA(K )|l 2 [Vwllzee + [A°Vw| 2| K pllzoe) [|A®p| 2
< C (I pllpe 1A wll 2 + 1A w2 A pll 22) |A%P] 2
< O[[A™ |l 12| A*p[7- (3.5)
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On the other hand, fdf; we take advantage cancelations and make use of the commestitoate B.1) to
bound

To] < CIA((K * @) - Vp) = (K % @) - V(Ap)|| 22 |A°p] 22
S C(IVE =) s Al psra— + [[A(K * @) /5 IVl para— ) 1Apl| 2
< C (1| @l 1Al 2 + 1A oo | Al 12 ) 1A%l
< CYA D2 | A2 p| 2 || A%l 2
< I 20l + AT @2 4] (3.6)
Combining @.5) and @.6) with (3.4) and applying the Gronwall lemma yields the desired rg@uf). [

With Proposition3.1 now, in hand we now turn to establish the Feller property.eNbat, since growth
of the distance between two solutions is controlled by tlogviit of eachof the individual solutions in3.2),
we need to make more careful use of stopping time argumerstablish Feller property than for the 2D
Navier-Stokes equations on tiié phase space.

PROPOSITION3.2. The Markov semigroup is Feller o™ for anyr > 2, i.e.
PT : Cb(HT) — Cb(HT)
foranyT > 0.

PROOF OFPROPOSITION3.2. Letp € C, andT > 0 be given. Fixwy € H". For anywy in H" and
K > 0 we define the stopping times

t
TK((DO) := inf Sup ||w(s7@0)”§{r+a(3) + HW(t, w0)||§{r'+7/2+a(t)dt > kit + K )
20 | 50,4 0

where« is defined precisely as irB(1) with m = 1 andT,, = T. Herexy; = C(T)P(||o]||gr+m) is the
constant appearing irl(7) corresponding td;, = 7' andm = 1. In particular we emphasize that is
independent ofyy. We let

T (Wo, @o) = T (wo) A Ti (@o)-
Observe that, for any fixe®l” > 0, it immediately follow from Propositio.1, (3.2) that
HW(TK(WO> @0) A T> WO) - w(TK(w()v ‘DO) A Tv wO)H?{T*HQ(TK(wO@o)/\T)
< Jlwo — @oll%—1 exp (C(T) (T(1 + 261) + 2K)). (3.7
On the other hand, making use of the estimat@)(we have

P(TK(WO,(DO) < T) §P(TK(&}0) < T) + ]P)(TK((:}(]) < T)

T
<P ( sSup ”w(37WO)H?{7~+a(s) +/ Hw(tﬂwo)”%{rdra(t)dt 2> k1T + K)
s€[0,T] 0

T
+ P ( sup Hw(s,@o)H?{T.M(S) +/ |’w(t7@0)H§{T+a(t)dt > mT + K)
s€[0,7T 0

L CMP(lwoll + llcoll)

< % (3.8)
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where we note thaf’ is in particular independent @t > 0. Finally, for anyiwy € H”,

| Prip(wo) — Pro(wo)| =[Ep(w(T,wo)) — Eo(w(T,&o))|
<|Ep(w(T,wo)) — Ep(w(T,@0)) Lry (wo.a0)>7] + 2l 0lloc P(TK (w0, o) < T)
<IE (¢(w(T A 7 (w0, @0), wo)) — Ep(w(T' A 7k (wo, @0), @0))) Lrye (wo.@0)>T |
+ 2[[pl| 0o P (75 (w0, o) < T'). (3.9)

Using estimates3(7)—(3.9), we now establish the desired continuity as follows. 4£et 0 be given. In
view of (3.8) we may choosé such that

2||pllooP(Tr (wo, w0) < T') < €/4 (3.10)
for any wy € Bpr(wp,1). Having fixed K, we next use the Relich and Stone theorems and pick
Cy»(H™), Lipschitz continuous, such that

sup (@) — p(@)] < e/4. (3.11)
(I)GBHT+1(I£1T+K,O)

With these choices we apply the observations3ii@), (3.11) to (3.9) and using 8.7), we obtain,

| Pro(wo) — Pro(@o)
3e - _ N
<7t V@]l (w(T A 7k (wo, @0), wo) — w(T' A Tr (wo,@0), @0 ) || 7 L (wo,20)>T)

3e ~ _
<7 T IIV&lsollwo = @oll7r exp (C(T) (T (1 + 261) + 2K)) .
for anyw, € Bgyr(wp, 1) and where we denote the Lipschitz constant associatedmith||V$|| . Thus,
by choosing

6 =|IV@ldexp (—C(T) (T(1 + 2r1) + 2K)) A 1

we infer that| Pro(wo) — Pro(wo)| < € wheneverwy € Byr(d,wp). Sinces > 0 was arbitrary, the proof
of Proposition3.2is now complete. O

Proposition3.2 is now used to establish the existence of an ergodic inManaasure with classical
arguments.

PROOF OFTHEOREM 1.4. The existence of an invariant measure follows from Thedt&thy showing
that the sequence of time average measures

T T
() == %/O Py(0,)dt = %/0 P(w(t,0) € -)dt

is tight in Pr(H"). For this point the linear time growth bound it.7) is crucial. The weak sub-sequential
limit is then easily seen to be invariant with the aid of thdd¥groperty.

Having shown that the set of invariant measufeis non-empty the existence of &ngodic measure
now follows from the following general argument. It is cldemm linearity thatZ is convex, and due to
the Feller propertyZ is seen to be closed. Due to the PropositBohwe can see that the set of invariant
measures is tight, and hen€es compact. By Krein-Millman;Z has an extremal point. Recalling that an
invariant measure is ergodic if and only if it is an extremaip of Z (cf. [DPZ96]), we hence conclude the
proof of existence of an ergodic invariant measure.

The proof of Theoreni.4 is therefore complete once the higher regularity propeuig: established.
This is carried out immediately below in Propositigrml. O

REMARK 3.3. The above strategy works for multiplicative noise ai. wedeed, the strategy of proof
in Proposition3.2 has also been used recently BHKVZ13] to establish the Feller property for the 3D
stochastic primitive equations.
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3.2. Higher Regularity of Invariant Measures. We next show, again with the aide of Theoré&m2
that any invariant measuyeof (1.1) must be supported af>.

ProPOsSITION3.4 Higher Regularity). Fix » > 0 and consider an invariant measugefor { P; }+>o
defined as a semigroup di” then, for anyy > 2,

/ o4 dpu(w) < o0, for everys > r. (3.12)
H’f‘

In particular y is supported o * for everys > r.

It follows from the proof of this proposition that if we lef ¢ such thatug(t, wo 5) be a stationaryd”
solution of (L.1) then

Elwslfs < CP(llolss)- (3.13)
for anyq and anys > r holds.
PROOF OFPROPOSITION3.4. For anyR > 0 and any integeN we define
erN (W) = [[Pywl|fs AR

wherePy is the project operator ontl . Clearlypr v € Cy(H") so that by invariance

T
/T. YR N (W)dp(w) = %/1 - Pior N (w)du(w)dt.

foranyT > 1.
Applying Theoreml.2with m the s given here and witl;,, = 1 we infer, for anyp > 0

/ / Pupn v (wo)du(o)dt <t / / EJw(t, wo) [ % dpu(eoo) dt
Byr(p) Byr(p)

— El|w(t,wo) |2 . . dtdu(wo
—1/BHT-<,J>/0 e, )y t(c0)
_CP(p) + CTP (o)

< 71 (3.14)
Herecx is defined as inX.6). On the other hand we have that
T
—/ P (@du)dt < R(B- (o)), (3.15)
BH"“ 14

Combining @.14) and @.15 we infer that for anyR, p > 0

[, erntoute) < LN oy (o)

SinceT > 1 was arbitrary to begin with

| enx@inte) < CP(lols) + Ru(Bar (o)),

so that finally, takingp — oo we conclude that

/HT or.N(W)dp(w) < CP(||o||ms)-

The desired result3(12), now follows from the monotone convergence theorem. O
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4. Gradient Estimates On the Markovian Semigroup

In this section we carry out certain estimates on the gradietne Markov semigroup. These estimates
are used to establish certain time-asymptotic smoothioggsties of these Markov operators, introduced in
[HMOG6]. To set up the gradient estimates, we recall the followomptogical notions fromHIMOG6].

Let us define pseudo-metrics éfi" according to

de(wh,w?) == 1A et |w! — w?|| g, 4.2)
and take

Lip, :== {¢ € Co(H") : [|p[la. < oo},
where

ol e sy @ =0
: wltw2eHr da(whw?)

Then, for a finite signed Borelian measurgwe define:

e i= s [ ()
llella.=1,9€Lip,  HT

This is known in some of the literature as the Kantorovichatise associated .. Recall cf. HMO06,

Definition 3.8, Remark 3.9]

DEFINITION 4.1 (Asymptotic Strong Feller). We say that{ P, },~( is asymptotically strong Feller
(ASF) atwy € H" if
lim limsup sup [P, (wo,-) — P, (@0, ")ll4., =0, (4.2)

=0 n—oo wo € By (@o)
for some increasing sequengeand some,, — 0.

The goal of this section is to prove that the Markov semigréu@ssociated tol(1) is ASF. Instead
of waorking directly with Definition4.1 above, it was shown irHMO06, Proposition 3.12] that a sufficient
condition for establishing the ASF property &f, are suitable gradient estimates f8r. These gradient
estimates are established in the next proposition, whitheisnain result of this section.

PrRoOPOSITION4.2 (Asymptotic Strong Feller for sufficiently many forced modes. Letr > 2,~ > 0.
Then there exist& = N(||o||y6/,7, ) such that if the ball of radiusv in Z2 is fully contained inZ, then

P W T, g r+2
IV Piplen) ey < €PN NIV ) g2, o ) (il + 8OIVl) . (43

forall t > =1, anyy € C}(H"). Here
o(t) = exp —% — 0 ast — oo,
andk., = (CP(||o||;s/v)) " is chosen to obef4.21) below.
Recall that in 4.3) we have

¥ (wo)llz(rry = sup  [V¥(wo) - ]
l€lzr=1
forany¥ € CL(H"), and whereV ¥ (wy) - £ represents its Frechet derivativewgtin the directiont.
Before turning to the proof of Propositigh2, we show its connection to establishing the uniqueness of
the invariant measure.
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PROOF OFTHEOREM 1.5. By Proposition 3.12 inHIM06], the gradient estimate obtained in Propo-
sition 4.2 implies the asymptotic strong Feller property (cf. Defmiti4.1 above). On the other hand, the
weak irreducibly property established in Propositiohbelow, shows that = 0 lies in the support of every
invariant measure. Recalling that the collection of irmatimeasures faP; is closed, convex, and compact,
all of whose extremal elements are ergodic, the uniquere@ggatlows from Theorem 3.16 irHMO06]. [

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of Psijom 4.2. We begin by relating4.3) to a
certain control problem and recall some needed aspects liiMia calculus.

4.1. Some aspects of Malliavin Calculus and the Derivationfdhe Control Problem. Observe that
for anywy, £ € H",t > 0 and anyp € C}(H") we have

VFEp(wo) - € = EVo(w(t,wo)) - Jo,t€ (4.4)
whereJ ;£ solves
Op+ N p+VB(w(t,w))p =0,
p(s) =&, (4.5)
and we denote
VB(w)p = (K *p)-Vw+ (K *w)-Vp=B(p,w) + B(w, p)

with K = V+(—A)~! being the Biot-Savart kernel.

Let us now very briefly recall some elements of Malliavin cdls in our setting. SeéNua09 (and
also, Nua06, Mal97]) for further details. One of the central objects of the tiyde the Malliavin derivative
D : L2(Q) — L*(Q2 x L?*(0,T; Ly)) which acts according to

DF = gaxf (/(]Tgl(s)dW, o 7/0T9n(3)dw> gk

for “simple functions”S of the form

F=y (/OTm(s)dm...,/ngn(s)dW)

wheref : RV — Ris any Schwartz class function, ang. . . g,, are deterministic elements it? (0, T'; L).
Similarly, we may exten® to operate on vector valued random variables. In partiovhave® :
L3(Q; H™) — L*(Q x L*([0,T]; Ly); H") = L*(Q; L([0, T]; L2 (H™)) acting on simple functions (H")
of the form
M
F:Zkak; FkGS,MREHT.
k=1

We may close this operatap in the space of such simple functigt{ Z") under the norm
1F 2 = ENFIGr +EIDF Iy 2075L0) = ENF e + EIDF| 201,10 (2r))

and define the space Malliavin-Sobolev spBdé(H™).
Two central ingredients in the Malliavin calculus are thaiahrule

Dp(F) =Vp(F)-DF foranyF € DY?(H"), p € C}(H"). (4.6)

and the Malliavin integration by parts formula

T
]E<©F, IC>L2(O,T;L2) — E <F/O lCdW)
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which holds for anyiC € L?(2; L2 ([0,T); L2) and anyF € DY2(H™). Heref(;r KCdWw is the Skorohod

loc

integral which in fact isdefinedby this duality relation. It coincides with the more clasgitt o integral
whenK is adapted td.F; }+>o. See Nua09d for further details.
We now define the operator
Ao K — Tim w(t,wo, oc(W +eK)) — w(t,wo, O’W).
e—0 g

foranyC € L?(Q; L} ([0, 00); L2)). On the other hand (cfNuaO€]) we have
(Dw, ) 12(0,4:1,) = Ao, K.
Thus, according to the Malliavin chain rule and integratoyrparts formula

t
E(Vp(w(t, wo)) - AoK) =E((D(p(w(t,wo)), K)r2(0,4:1,)) = E (s&(w(t,wo)) /0 /CdW> NN
With these preliminaries in hand we now return 4o4f and compute
VPip(wo) - € =E (Vp(w(t,wo)) - AoK) + E (Vp(w(t,wo)) - (Jo€ — AoiK))

_E (¢<w<t,wo>> / fch) L E(V(w(t,wo))p(t. £, K, wlt, 0)))

which holds for anyC € L?(Q; L2 ([0, >); L2)) andp is the solution of the “control problem”

loc
Op+ Np+ VB(w(t,w))p = —ok (4.8)
p(0) =&. (4.9)
In order to prove Propositiod.2we need a procedure to assign to every H”, with |||z~ = 1 an
elementiCé € L2(Q; L2 ([0,00); Lo)) such that

loc

lim sup Elp(t, &, K8, w(t,w ] =: lim 0(t) =0 4.10
Jim <|5||HP=1 ot € K, eo( o>>uH> Jim 4(t) (4.10)
and
t
sup E / icﬁ(s)dw‘§0<oo. (4.11)
t=0,[|¢llgr=1 1J0

The propose of Sectiors2 and4.3is to establish4.10), (4.11) for a suitable controkC¢ which we will
define next.

For this purpose we introduce the classical projectionaipes: Py is the projection fromH” to Hy =
span{ey: k € Z2,|k| < N}; andQy = 1 — Py is the projection on the orthogonal complementrhs.
Defineo, : H" — Ly according to

(0" w)p = é(w,em ke Z
0 otherwise
As such thato, = 1 on Hy and let

K = -\/%6.Pyp (4.12)
with N to be determined below. The above choic&oimplies that 4.8) is equivalent to
Op+ Np+ VB(w(t,wy))p = —/\}Y\,/zPNp (4.13)

The first observation is that even when attempting to showitha(t)|| ;2 — 0 ast — oo, fory € (0, 1)
we obtain an equation of the type

d
Zllolze < Cllpllee (ol - X3?)
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for some smalb < ¢ < 1. Upon applying the Gronwall inequality and taking expdotalues, it seems that
the desired (exponential) decay pm L? may be obtained we had that

T
E exp < /0 Hw(t)u};adt> (4.14)

grows at most exponentially ifi. The main difficulty is that a bound on the exponential monuéiihe A !
norm in @.14) is not available Indeed, we are only able to prove exponential moments tLthnorm of
w, cf. Section2.2 above.

To overcome this difficulty, the key step is to first show thnat the expected value of tdé—! norm of
p decays, and then bootstrap this informatiortb norms.

4.2. Estimates on the Control Equation inf~!. Letv = K % p andu = K * w. Convolving ¢.13
with K, we thus obtain

8tv+A7v+A%2PNU+u-Vv—l—Vw—l—v-VuzO, V-v=0, (4.15)
for some suitable mean-zero pressuaréviultiplying (4.15 by v and integrating over the torus yields
1d 2
5 llollZe + IA720]22 + 2% Pl = — / (v Vu) v < [olfaee | Vul| 2o (4.16)

where we let = ¢(y) = 2v/(6 — ). This choice of, in view of (B.3) gives that
lollfose [ Vul 2ee = 0l sz [Vulls < CIAY ollza @], o
2/3 4/3
< Ol o] 5wl s
1 3/2
< 3147202 + Cllola ]
LY

1 K _
< §IIAWUH%2 + %\Iv\lizllw\lig +Cr|vl13e (4.17)

where0 < k, < 1is to be chosen later. Inserting.{7) into (4.16), along with the standard lower bound
for [|A72QNw][2,, yields

d 2 d 2
Zlollge A elge < Zlellfe + AN Polza + 1472 Qw3

< RyllollZzllwli e + Cry 2 0ll72 (4.18)
for some universal positive constaiit Assuming/N is chosen sufficiently large so that
)‘Xf/2 > -3
o 2 Uy (4.19)
where(C' is the constant in4.18), we thus obtain
v/2
%Hvllig < (rwuwnim - %) Iv]1Z2 (4.20)

wheresx., is yet to be chosen. Upon applying the Gronwall inequalitg taking expected values, we thus
obtain

2
Ellp(T)|3-1 =E 22 < [|€]HE ' 2d—A?V/T
lo(T)-1 = Ello®llz < Il Bexp | my | o ®)lze-dt = =3

foranyT > 0. Now, we choose
1

T CHloliies)
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to be sufficiently small so thatl(9) holds withx = r/? (see alsoZ.33 with ¢ = x = x+/%). This allows
us to apply the estimatd ©) with p = 6/~, and obtain that

2
NPT

Ello(T))3 -+ < 1613+ exp (T : ) CEexp (wY/lwol 20/, )

Therefore, if we ensure tha{ is sufficiently large so that
v/2
= > 1v OP(llo o) (422)
we have established the exponential decay offhé norm of the control

2 2 )‘FY/2T 1/2 2
Ello(0)31 < el exp | —5 | CEexp (k32 woler, ) (4.23)

4

wherex,, is a sufficiently small constant, that dependsycend on||o ||y 6/~ -

4.3. Estimates on the Control inH". Next, we bootstrap the decay obtained 4n2Q) for the H !
norm, to a decay for thé/” norm of the control. As in SectioB.1.3we need to appeal to the smoothing
effect encoded in the equations. This time we consider

— 14t te |0, T
sty =" 1Tt eI, (4.24)
T, t>1T,,
where we letl, = y~1. Note that forz > 0 andy > 0 we havedylogz < 2?7 which is the reason why

we lets(t) = v on |0, T,]. More precisely, this choice of slope éft) yields
1
25(t)[|(log A)'/2A*W p||7, < §||As(t)+7/2p||%2.

In view of the above discussion, ti&*() energy estimate for the control equation yields

v/2

1d 1 A
S IApl2: + ZIAT 202, + S a2,

2 dt
< ‘/ASB(p,w)ASpdw

+ ‘/ASB(w,p)Aspdaj =T+ T, (4.25)

Note thats(¢) > » — 1 > 1. Thus,H?® is an algebra, and we have a direct boundfpas
Ty < C|IApll 21K * A pll 12|Vl s < Cllew]| grasa [ A°p]|75- (4.26)

Here we also used the Poincaré inequality. To estimat&therm in @.25 we note that| B(w, A®p)A®pda =
0, and appeal to the commutatds.(). The Sobolev embeddind3(3), and the Poincaré inequality, letting
0 <e < 1weget

Ty < OIAT || axae || Vpll2e |4l L2 + Cllwll s [l s [[A"pl L2
< OlIN°w] 2| A% + Cllwll s A7 p 12 A% 2

1 S S S
< I 2plLe + O (IN°w] g2 + lwlFn) 1A°p]Z:- (4.27)
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Therefore, inserting the estimate$.26—(4.27) into (4.25 and appealing to the Poincaré inequality we
obtain

d As 2 1 A3+’Y/2 9 A’]};[/2 AS )
@” liz: + §H pHL2+TH pllzz

< C (14 wlfe) 1A%p17:

< O (L Jwlfenn) 1A A2 APl 147720352

1 s § — s
< GIApllga + OO+l ) Al e A% (4.28)

where
-
s+1+7~

Note that by 4.24) we havey/(r + 1+ ) < § < ~v/(r 4+ 7). After canceling the dissipative terms, we
divide both sides 0f4.28 by ||A®p|| ;2 and obtain

d )\’17\7/2 2(r+147) )
G180l + 218l < € (1 follyed ) 1A~ ol (.29

Using Duhamel’s formula, and taking expected values, we tiain that
E[A*p(t)] 12

< AT |2 exp <— v )

4

¢ t— )N/ 2(r+14)
+CE/ exp (-% ()| -1 (1 + ”AS(T)HW(T)HB ! >dT
0

< AT 2 exp (— v )

4

t (t — 7-))\7/2 2 t A(r+1++) 3
e E/Oexp — TN () By e <IE/O 14 A, d7> . (4.30)

To conclude, we use estimaté 23 which gives us exponential decayIBMp(r)H%,l, and estimate?,21),

which gives us a contrélof [} E[[A*()+1w(7)||%,dr, with anyq > 2. Therefore, from2.21), (4.23, and
(4.30 we obtain

E[[A*Op(t)]] 2

N1/
()

4

t’]v/2 1/2 1/2
+ el exp | =2 ) (£ lwollzor)) ™ (Pllwollir) + CePlolrs=)) . (432)

The degree of the polynomid@ above may be computed explicitigolely in terms of- and~. The coeffi-
cientx., in the exponential function depends g@nd||o||; /. Here we also used that the initial daigis
in fact deterministic.

2Note that thes(t) in (2.21) is not the same as tht) in (4.24). The former is larger by than the latter.
3In (4.31), we haveP(z) = 1 + z", wheren is the smallest integer larger thafE U 2t DA bt this
explicit value is not important.
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To conclude the argument, we need to waittlet 7., = v~!, so thats(¢) = r, and obtain

v/2

tA 1/2 1/2
Ellp(t) s < Cll€llgr— exp (— g)(sw,uwonm) (PUlollrr) + P(loler+2)

t)\’Y/z
< Cllellr-exp <_ s )<1+t>1/25<wuwoum)P(uonHr,uo—uHrm)

< Cll€]l grr—1 exp (— x ) E (ks llwoll Lo )P (llwoll v, llollr+2) (4.32)

16
wheneverN is sufficiently large so tha#(19 and @.22 holds.
4.4. Estimates on the Stochastic Integral Termlt finally remains to verify 4.11) for the choicelC
given in @.12. Let us first note thak' is adapted. As such, with the It 0 isometry we obtain that

t 2
E / K(s)dW,
0

t
:E/ |/\7V/20*PNp(s)|%2ds
0

< X0l e 1) E / | Py pli3ds

< X B e g E / oIl ds (4.33)

To prove @.11), we combine 4.33 with (4.23 and obtain

/0 t K& (5)dW,

2r+24+~/2
< OV 0|2 e 1) BE (Y2, [lwo126,)

sup E 5

t207”§HH7:1

<c ?(I!UHLG/W)Z
minge z ||

where we have used thaty is chosen to proportional to a polynomial iar||;¢/,~. The emphasis here is
that the above bound is independent ahd¢.

EE(kY2, lwol26/4) (4.34)

REMARK 4.3. A different approach may be used to establish the astromtrong Feller property,
which does not require exponential moment estimates nougbeof Mallivan Calculus, but which retains
some of the spirit of the above estimates. Here one coupkdyeolutions using the Girsanov theorem
and the Foias-Prodi estimates (see, &K&12]). Unfortunately, this framework appears to be ill-suited
establish ergodic properties and mixing in the hypoettifdircing regime.

5. Weak Irreducibility

Let us denote byB(R) the ball of radiusk about the origin inH".

ProPOsITIONS.1 Weak Irreducibility) . Letp € Pr(H") be invariant for{ P };>o. Then, for any
e > 0, we haveu(B(g)) > 0, i.e.0 € supp(u).

PROOF OFPROPOSITIONS.1. The proof is based on establishing two properties. Firstshow that
there exists\ > 0, andd; > 0 such that

w(B(A) > 61 (5.1)

for every invariant measure. Secondly, we prove that for ariy > 0, n > 0, there existl’ = T'(R,n) > 0
anddy = 62(R,n) > 0 such that

inf  Pp(wg, B(n)) > o2 (5.2)

lwollzr <R

where we recall thaPr(wo, B(n)) = P(||lw (T, wo) ||z < n).
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To see that§.1) and 6.2) give the proof of the proposition, let € Pr(H") be invariant, and hence

H(A) = Pru(4) = /H P, Adii(n)

for any A in the Borelians or{". Forn > 0 arbitrary, letT" such that%.2) holds, and let\ be as in §.1).
Thus we obtain by letting? = A that

u(B(m) = [ Prlen B)duten) > [ ., Prlen BODuen) 2 616, >0,
H’I‘
It thus remains to establisb.() and 6.2).

In order to prove®.1), let . be invariant, and lebg be an associated stationary solution bflf. From
the estimate3.13), and the Poincaré inequality we conclude that

E|ws|E- < CP(|lollar) < oo.
Therefore, we have

¢ 1 1 CP O||H"
W(BOY) < 55 [ oldnte) = gElwsl, < UL

and letting) be sufficiently large (independently pj, we obtain §.1) with 6; = 1/2, for example.
To establish%.2), we consider the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck procgsgiven by
dZ + N Zdt = odW, Z(0)=0 (5.3)
and consider the change of variables
w=w—27

that obeys the PDE with random coefficients

Ow+Nw+Bw+ Z,w)+Bw+Z,Z) =0, @(0)=wp. (5.4)
Foré,T > 0, we introduce the set
Qsr = {weQ: W/ (w)| <4, foralls€[0,T]and allj € Z}. (5.5)

Using standard properties of Brownian motion, sih€¢ < oo we know that for any, 7' > 0, there exists
d2 = 02(0,T") > 0 such that

P(Q&T) > 99 > 0. (5.6)

On the set where the Brownian motions stay close to the grayie may use the representationofs a
stochastic convolution to establish the classical fact.

PROPOSITIONS.2. Letr > 2, v > 0, and|Z| < oco. For anyd, T > 0, there exists a deterministic
constantss > 0 such that; r — 0 asé — 0 for 7" fixed, and such that

sup ||[Z(t,w)||gr+2 <es5p, forallw e Qsqp, (5.7)
te[0,7)

where(); 7 is as defined irf5.5).

Proposition .2) implies that for trajectories starting {2s 7, the coefficients of the nonlinear PDE&4)
are small inH"+!. Therefore, using the decay in time given by the dissipaijweratorA”, we may expect
that after waiting a sufficient amount of time, the shiftedtioity @ is also small. More precisely, we have:

PrRoPOSITIONS.3 (Decay for the shifted equations) Letr > 2.+ > 0, and R,n > 0 be arbitrary.
Then there exisi, T' > 0 such that for anyvy € B(R),

|0(T, wo)llar <n/2 onQsr, (5.8)
where();s 7 is as in(5.5).
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Assuming Propositio.3 holds, we may now easily complete the proof 2. Indeed, forR,n > 0
given, we may find’ = T'(R, n) sufficiently large, and = §(R, n) sufficiently small such thas(8) holds.
In addition, sincess» — 0 asé — 0, upon possibly further shrinkingywe can ensure that irb(7) we have
esr < n/2. Then, it follows that

inf  P(llw(t,wo)llzr <n) = inf  P([l@t,wo)llmr +[1Z@)[a <n) 2 P(Qs7r) 262 (5.9)
lwollgr <R lwollur <R

by using 6.6). This concludes the prof of Propositi&nil, modulo the proof of Propositios.3, which we

establish next. O

PROOF OFPROPOSITION5S.3. Fix somewy € B(R). Throughout this proof we will work pathwise
on the se2s 7, whereé and 7" will be chosen suitably at the end of the proof. This ensunegiew of
Proposition5.2that forw € Qs r we have|| Z (-, w)|| Lo o 1,mr+2) < € = es.1-

We first obtain a decay estimate on for high norms of the shifted vorticityo. Letp > 2 be even.
Multiplying (5.4) with @P~!, integrating ovefl?, and using 2.2) we obtain

d, _ 1 Cipe1
g1 1@lEs + ISl < Ol * @l e [V 2|l L OIK % 2|1 |V Z ] 1o ©] 7
Y

< Ce|alf}, + Ce||@|f;" < 2Ce|@lf}, + CeP*! (5.10)
with C,, > 1. Therefore, if§ is chosen so that
1
< — .
2Ce o (5.11)
we obtain from $.10) that
d. _ 1
1715 + 5 1@l < <" (5.12)
Gronwall and 5.12) thus yield
o017, < el exp (~5- ) + 2000 5.19)

Next, similarly to Sectior2.1.2 we multiply 6.4) with A and integrate oveF? to obtain

2dtuv D)2 + |A2Ve|12, _/B(a,a)Aw+/B(Z,a)Aa+/B(a,Z)Aa+/B(Z, Z)Aw
= T1 + T2 + T3 + T4. (514)

Similarly to (2.7) we estimate

—

) < / VE #@||Val < 2IA2V6|2, + Cla),,

\)

where
4
py =4+ ; (5.15)

On the other hand, upon integrating by parts, using the Ro@nimequality, the Sobolev embedding, and
estimate %.7), we obtain
| To| + T3] + |Tu| < Cel| V|72 + OV 12 < 2Ce|| V|7, + O,

Combining the above estimates yields

IIVWHLz +|Vol2 < Ce|Valf7. + O + Cllo|7, (5.16)
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for some positive constar@@. Thus, if we assume that obeys b.11), with possibly a larger universal
constant”', we obtain from $.13 and 6.16) that

t t
IVa(0)13 < el exp (=5 ) +Ce*+ Clolloliy exp (57
:

< C(p,)(1+ RPY)exp <—i> + C¢? (5.17)
20,
for all t > 0, sincewy lies in the ball of radius® around the origin ind".
We complete the proof of the proposition using estimates dha similar to those in Sectiok.1.3
Taking anL? inner product of%.4) with A?"©, and using a commutator estimate for the term corresponding
to 75, we obtain

1d

_ 3. . _ e _ _
Sl + 181 s < ‘ S (K @) VIans |+ Cle+ ol + Ol (5.18)

where [, -] denotes the usual commutator, and we have appealeB.2p, the Poincaré inequality, the
Sobolev embedding, and estimafe7. Using the commutator estimate in LemiBdl, we conclude that
there existy; = ¢(r,~) > 2, such that%.18 becomes

d, _ _ _ _
ol + @132 < Cl@ll + Cell@lr + Ce®. (5.19)
Again, in view of the smallness conditioB.(1) one, with a possibly larger constant, we conclude from
(5.19 that
t t t—s sq
()3 < - ——)+ce+ o0 vaq/z/ - - d
o) e < ol exp (5 ) + 0=+ €0+ )12 [ (<52 Yoo (— g ) s

< C(1+ RP)"2 exp (—%) + Ce3. (5.20)
v

whereq is as given in Lemma&.1, andp,, is given by 6.195).
The proof of 6.8) is now complete by letting be sufficiently small such thab(11), andCegT <n/4

hold, and then letting’ be large enough so that(1 + RP7)%/2 exp(—Tq/4C.,) < n/4. O

Appendix A. Lower bound for the fractional Laplacian in LP

LetT? = (—n, x]¢, and letd(z) be a smooth enough scalar, and have zero mean, tfiaté$z)dz = 0.
We recall (see e.g.JC04, RS17 and references therein) the definition of the fractiongblaaian on the
torus. Fory € (0,2) we have

N0(@) = PV. [ (012) = 0) K@ ~ )y
where forz # 0 the kernelK’, is defined as
1

o) = Cay D g amaw
kezd
and the normalization constant is
_2T((n +7v)/2)

D (S /2 r 2

Letp > 2 be even. The goal of this appendix is to prove:
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PrROPOSITIONA.1 (Fractional L? Poincaré). Letp > 2 be evenp < v < 2, and letd have zero mean
onT<, whered > 1. Then

0P ()N B()dz > —— 012, + ~ AT (67/2)] 2 A1)
Td Cd,'y p

holds, with an explicit constartt,; , > 1 given by(A.5) below.

PrROOF OFPROPOSITIONA.1. Of course, unlesg has zero mean, we cannot expe&tl() to hold, as
can be seen by letting = 1. Also, whenp = 2, inequality @.1) trivially holds (it's just the Poincaré
inequality) by staring at the Fourier series. Hence for #st¢ of the proof we lep > 4 be even. Lastly, the
casey = 0 trivially holds, while the case = 2 is follows upon integration by parts.

For0 < v < 2 we have

/ 0P~ (2)A70(x)dx
=2V [[ 0710 (0(0) ~ 010) K = )y
— 5PV [[ 071 @) - 071 0) (60) ~ 60) Ko (o~ g)dydo
—arv ] <p (0 (@) — 077 () (0(x) — 0()) — 2 (9" (a) - 0p/2<y>)2> Koz — y)dyda
+ %P.V. // (672(2) — 072()) " K6, (& — y)dyd
— ooV [ [ 500).000) K (@~ y)dyde + 3 |NHEPE = 0T+ AR (A2

where the double integral is ov@??, and we have defined
fola,b) = p(a?™! — bP~1)(a — b) — 2(aP/? — bP/2)2,

it can be easily seen thgit(a,b) > 0 onRR? whenp is even, and so the terffi is positive. Usually the term
T is dropped in establishing lower bounds. The trick is thaicdly 7 gives the lower boundX(.1).
We next claim that fop > 4 even, andi, b € R we have

fola,b) > (p = 2)(a — b)*aP . (A.3)
Assuming for the moment tha#\(3) holds, let us proveA.1). SinceK, is positive, we have

T>(p—2)PV. / / (0(z) — 0(9))*0(x) 2K (x — y)dyda

> (0= 2cu [ [0 = 0002000 r=duda

2)c
= (2m —l—(fdlam ']?J d+y // ( )p_2dydx
" (or +(T)dlaifﬂ{g T / / z) — 207" (2)0(y) + 07> (2)6%(y)) dyda
(P — 2)ea P ()T — =1y x
% @n + |[diam(T) )7 /Td <9 ()IT] 2/Td9 ( )G(y)dy> da. (A4)

At this point we use thad has zero mean, as it implies

/ 67~ (2)8(y)dy = 0
']Td
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for everyz. It then follows from A.4), that

(p— 2)Cdv|Td| P
> ’ . .
T= (27 + |diam (Td)|)d+ 1012 (A.5)
This proves A.1) with the constant
(p —2)27T((n +7)/2)|T| - 270 ((n +7)/2)| T _ 1
2p(27 + |diam(T4) )| (—7/2)|7¥/2 ~ 4(27 + |diam(T9)[ )V [0 (—v/2)|7/2  Cay
for anyp > 4. It remains to prove the inequalitA(3), which we do next. O

PROOF OFESTIMATE (A.3). First letb = 0. Then @.3) holds, with equality. Next, let = a/b. Since
p > 4 is even, checkingX.3) is equivalent to verifying

gp(r) == p(rP™ = 1)(r — 1) — 2(rP? — 12 > (p — 2)(r — 1)%rP72% = hy (7). (A.6)
Next, note that,(r) = h,(—r), and that whem > 0 we have
gp(=1) =p(rP L+ 1)(r +1) — 2P — 12 = p(rP + 1P pr + 1) — 2(rP — 2072 4 1)
> (p = 2)(r" +777%) 2 hy(r) = hyp(=).

This shows that we just need to che#k) for » > 0. It clearly holds at- = 0, and also for- > 1 since
it's a p"* degree polynomial with leading coefficiemt- 2 > 2. Letting

Pp/2=1 _q

—rP/22 4 41 =
m(r)=r +...+ —]

we can explicitly write
—gp(r) ~ hy(r) = pm(r)(rp/2_1 +1)— 47“”/2_1m(7“) — 2m(r)?

= m(r) ((p = 9r*2 4+ p—2m(r)). (A7)

If » < 1 we are done, sincex(r) < m(1l) = p/2 — 1, and hence — 2m(r) > 2. On the other hand, if
r > 1, we have

(0~ > 4 p—2m(r) = —— ((p— 4 — (p — D> 4 pr— (p—2)) = f(f)l- (A8)

We haveg(1) = 0, and
20 (r) = p(p — 4?21 — (p—2)2P272 1 2p > 24/ (1) = p(p —4) — (p— 2)* +2p = 2(p — 2) > 0.

This proves the right side of\(8) is positive forr > 1, and thus the right side of\(7) is non-negative for
r > 1 as well. This concludes the proof &&.6) for all », and hence ofA.3). O

Appendix B. Bound on the nonlinear term in Sobolev spaces

Recall the following classical commutator estimate. ket 1, p € (1,00), f andg be smooth zero-
mean functions off2. Then we have the (Kenig-Ponce-Vega) commutator estimate

IA*(f - Vg) = - VA glr < C IV F Lo [[AgllLee + |A° fll2es[[VgllLra) (B.1)

wherel/p = 1/p1 +1/p2 = 1/ps +1/pa, andp; € (1, c0), for a sufficiently large constaudt that depends
only on s, p, p; and the size of the periodic box. Similarly, we also make usth@ fractional calculus
(Kato-Ponce) inequality

1A*(£g)lle < C(IA*fllLollgllzes + [1A°gllLes | fllze ) (B.2)

which is valid for sufficiently regulay, g, for a constant’ independent of, g, and for any choice of > 0,
l<p<oo,1<p <ocandl/p=1/py+1/p2 =1/ps+ 1/ps. See, e.g.Tay91, MS13].
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Forp € [2,00) and f as above we have the Sobolev embedding

1—2

I flle < CIA7 fl 12 (B.3)

for a sufficiently large constarit that depends only opand the size of the periodic box.
The purpose of this appendix is to prove:

LEMMA B.1 (Commutator estimate). Lets > 1, v € (0,2], andw be smooth of zero-mean Git.
Then, for any € (0, 1) we have

T = ‘/[As,u - V]wA’wdz| < C’||(,u\|‘§{1 + 6Hw||quﬂ/2 (B.4)

where

_HE+N)s+7) —4)
V(6 +7)

for a sufficiently large constartt’ that depends on, s, +, and the size of the box.

PrROOF OFLEMMA B.1. Let0 < § < 1 to be chosen precisely below, apd= 2 — 6. The Holder
inequality and the commutator estimai ) yield

T <A w- Vil ol A%l 2,
< s B o s B s—1 3 )
< O] 2 (Il amnoms [A%]] sgs + 1A wl| 260 [Vells2

by settingp; = (2 — 9)(4 — 0)/d, p2 = (4 —96)/2, ps = 2(2 — 0)/d, andps = 2. Using the Sobolev
embedding B.3) and the Poincaré inequality we obtain

T < CHAS—F% 1- 27526475 s—125 s+325 s—3%5
< w2 [AT CEN w2 |A”T S wl| 2 + CIIAT 2 w]| 2| A" 25 wl[ 2 | Aw]| 2

) )
< CJIA™ 7T wl| 2 A 55wl o | A 2.

Letting 6 be such that
S
26

Y

J
2
and interpolating, we further bound

T < CA 20|2% | Aw| b

for a positive constant’ that depends o, s, and the size of the domain, where

V(6 +7)
(4+7)2s—2+7)

We conclude the proof of the lemma with theoung inequality, and letting = 2(1 + «)/a. O
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