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Abstract

In this paper we study approximations to 3D Navier-Stokes (NS) equation driven by space-
time white noise by paracontrolled distribution proposed in [GIP13]. A solution theory for
this equation has been developed recently in [ZZ14] based on regularity structure theory and
paracontrolled distribution. In order to make the approximating equation converge to 3D NS
equation driven by space-time white noise, we should subtract some drift terms in approxi-
mating equations. These drift terms, which come from renormalizations in the solution theory,
converge to the solution multiplied by some constant depending on approximations.
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1 Introduction
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In this paper, we study approximations to 3D Navier-Stokes equation driven by space-time white
noise: Recall that the Navier-Stokes equations describe the time evolution of an incompressible
fluid and are given by

du =(vAu — P(u - Vu))dt + PdW

1.1
u(0) =ug, divu =0 (1.1)

where u(x,t) € R? denotes the value of the velocity field at time ¢ and position z, P denotes
the Leray projection, and W is an external force field acting on the fluid. We will consider the
case when x € T?, the three-dimensional torus. Our mathematical model for the driving force
W is a cylindrical Wiener process on L*(T3; R?).
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In one dimensional case, approximations to general stochastic partial differential equations
driven by space-time white noise have been very well studied (see [Gy98, Gy99, DG01, HMW14]
and the reference therein). Now in this paper we consider the approximations to 3D NS equation
driven by space-time white noise.

Random Navier-Stokes equations have been studied in many articles (see e.g. [FG95],
[HMO06], [Del3], [DD02], [RZZ14] and the reference therein). For two dimensional case: exis-
tence and uniqueness of the solutions have been obtained if the noisy forcing term is white in
time and colored (or white) in space. For three dimensional case, existence of Markov solu-
tions for stochastic 3D Navier-Stokes equations driven by trace-class noise has been obtained
in [FRO§], [DDO03].

The difficulty in treating (1.1) lies in the lack of spatial regularity of its solution and the
nonlinear term cannot be well defined in the classical sense if driven by space-time white
noise. Local existence and uniqueness of the solutions to (1.1) has been established recently in
[ZZ14] based on the regularity structure theory introduced by Martin Hairer in [Hail4] and the
paracontrolled distribution proposed by Gubinelli, Imkeller and Perkowski in [GIP13].

In the theory of regularity structures, the right objects, e.g. regularity structure that could
possibly take the place of Taylor polynomials can be constructed. The regularity can also
be endowed with a model, which is a concrete way of associating every distribution to the
abstract regularity structure. Multiplication, differentiation, the living space of the solutions,
and the convolution with singular kernel can be defined on this regularity structure and then
the equation has been lifted on the regularity structure. On this regularity structure, the
fixed point argument can be applied to obtain local existence and uniqueness of the solutions.
Furthermore, we can go back to the real world with the help of another central tool of the
theory the reconstruction operator R. If W is a smooth process, Ru coincides with the classic
solution of the equation.

The theory of paracontrolled distribution combines the idea of Gubinelli’s controlled rough
path [Gub04] and Bony’s paraproduct [Bon84], which is defined by the following: Let A;f be
the jth Littlewood-Paley block of a distribution f, define

7T<(fvg):ﬂ->(guf): Z Z AlfAjgv 71-O(fug): Z AZfAJg

j>—1li<j—1 li—j]<1

Formally fg = n-(f,9) + mo(f,9) + 7~ (f,g). Observing that if f is regular 7-(f, g) behaves
like g and is the only term in the Bony’s paraproduct not raising the regularities, the authors
in [GIP13] consider paracontrolled ansatz of the type

u=m(u,g) + 1,

where 7 (u/, g) represents the ”bad-term” in the solution, g is some distribution we can handle
and u! is regular enough to define the multiplication required. Then to make sense of the
product of uf we only need to define gf.

It is natural to try to use these two methods to prove the approximation result. A typical
example of approximations to (1.1) is that if u. solves

3
du. =(vA.u. — P Di(u.ul))dt + PdW, (1.2)

i=1



where

Y

AF@) =Y F(zy,.,m+e,..,03) = 2F(2) + F(ay,...,a) — €, ..., x3)

2
£
=1

and

DiF(z) = F(xy,...,xj+e, ...,:1732 — F(xy, ...,z ...,1'3)’

then we want to prove that u. converges to v as € | 0. In this paper we use the paracontrolled
distribution method to prove the result.

To make sense of (1.1) we need to do renormalizations for some ill-defined term and by
some cancelations due to symmetry these renormalized terms disappear in (1.1). However, we
have to modify the equation (1.2) by subtracting some drift terms from renormalizations (see
(1.3) below), since there is no cancelations for the approximation equations. If not, the limiting
process @ = lim._,o u. turns out not to be a solution of (1.1). Instead it solves a similar equation
with an additional drift term. This extra term depends on the specific choice of approximations
and it can be calculated explicitly. This situation is similar to the case in [HM12, HMW14],
where they consider the one dimensional Burgers-like equations by using rough path theory
(see also [HW13]).

One motivation for this paper is to illustrate how to obtain concrete approximation results
by using the paracontrolled distribution method. This is particularly interesting for the KPZ
equation [KPZ86]

where ¢ denotes space-time white noise and oo denotes an infinite constant that needs to be
subtracted in order to make sense of the diverging term (9,h)* (see [Hail3]). This equation
is an important model for surface growth and it is related to the KPZ universality class (see
e.g. [Corll]| and the references therein). The present article illustrate how one can obtain
approximation results for 3D Navier-Stokes equation driven by space-time white noise, which
has similar singularity as the KPZ equation. The approximation result for KPZ equation will
be studied in our future work.

The first difficulty we encounter is that Schauder estimate for A. defined above, which is
essential for the proof, does not hold any more. Here we have to modify the operator such that
the approximated heat semigroup e’¢ only involve the projection onto a finite-dimensional
subspace (see Example 1.1 (i)), which is natural in the context of numerical approximations.
However this will cause another problem. In general we need some differentiability for the
corresponding Fourier multiplier (see Mihlin multiplier theorem) to prove this result. In one
dimensional case we can overcome this difficulty by applying Marcinkiewicz multiplier theorem
to control the bounded variation norm of multiplier (see [HMW14]). But in three dimensional
case, the Marcinkievicz multiplier theorem also needs some differentiability for the correspond-
ing Fourier multiplier and cannot be used here. However, under our assumptions we can view
the Fourier multiplier as a smooth function multiply some L? Fourier multiplier, p > 1, and
prove the Schauder estimate.

The second difficulty lies in how to prove the commutator estimate for the approximated
heat semigroup e*”¢ since the original proof based on Taylor expansion, which requires some
differentiability for the corresponding Fourier multiplier. Here we prove the commutator es-
timate for a special case (see Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6). This can be used in the case that we



approximate W by only keeping finite dimensional Fourier modes which is also natural in the
context of numerical approximations.

Framework and main result

For € > 0 we consider the following approximating stochastic PDEs given by

3 3
duwo :(Aauaylo _ 5 E PZ()ZD;(UE’ZU87] + E (CE77/77/17] + 05717117] + 057]#171 + CE’]’Zl’Z)Ua’“))dt

i,j=1 in=1
3
+ Y POH. AW
i=1
u®(0) =Pug,

(1.3)
for ig = 1,2,3. Here as (1.1) W is a cylindrical Wiener process on L?(T?;R3), P is the Leray
projection. The operators A, D5, H. are given by their action in Fourier space

Acv(k) = —|k[* f(ek)i(k),
Dsu(k) = K g(ek?)o(k),
HW (k) = h(ck)W (k).
Throughout the paper we assume that there exists some Ly > 0 such that

fla) = { fla). A o] < LoJa?| < Lo, 2] < Lo

00 otherwise,

where f:R? = [0,00) is even satisfying F(0) = 1 and for |z'| < 3Ly, |22| < 3L, |2*| < 3L,
|Dif(2)| < Irl‘% + C for |k| <5, f(x) > ¢f > 0. Moreover we assume that

ary, e—bm

M= e

for some a,b > 0,a+b > 0 and h(x) is a bounded even function and is continuously differentiable

on {| | < Ly} for some Ly < Lg/2 satisfying h(0) = 1, and supph C {z : |z| < Ly/2}.
As mentioned before here we should subtract some drift term in (1.2) and for ¢,i,, 5 = 1,2, 3,

h(€k2)2

3
o 1 j '
(O5hi1:d (t) 25(27‘.)—3 E E (1 — 6_2‘k2‘2tf(€k2))(COS(CL€]{Z;2) — COS(bEl{Z%z))S

12,13=1 ko €Z3\ {0}

P (ko) P (k) P (kiy)

(a+0)|ka|* f(eka)?

& . . h(z)?
—A = Z (2m)~3 /Rg(cos axr’® — cos bx’2)8(a n b)|z|4f($)2P”1 ()P (z) P’ (x)dx,

12,i3=1



as € — 0 and

h(€k2)2

3
.~ 1 j )
G (f) 25(2@—3 § § (1 — e 2k2PLI k)Y (cos(aekil) — COS(bgl{Zél))S

12,i3=1 ko eZ3\{0}

pi’iz (k2)pz223 (k2)pjm(k2)

(a+0)|ka|* f(eka)?

3
B . . h(z)? L
—A = 2m 3/ cosax' — cos bz P (x) P (x) P’ (x)d,
1 i2ﬂz?):1( ) RS( )8(a+b)|x\4f(:c)2 ( ) ( ) ( )
as ¢ — 0. Here P (k) = 0, — % for k € R*\{0}. Note that A, A; are indeed well-defined
by assumptions and depend on the specific choice of approximation. Before we proceed, we
list some of the most common examples of discretizations that do fit our framework which is
similar to examples in [HM12].

Example 1.1 i) Finite difference discretization. In this case we take

3
F(zy, ..o +e,...,x3) — 2F(x) + F(xq,...,2; — €, ..., T3)
AF(z) =) = .
=1
We also approximate A, and W by only keeping finite Fourier modes. This corresponds to the
choice 4

i T . T2 . x3
flx) = W(m o sin® - sin® ), h(@) = Ljei<rofay-

ii) Galerkin discretization. In this case, we approximate A and W by only keeping finite
dimensional Fourier modes. This corresponds to the choice

fl@) =1, h(z)=1{u<re2)-

Remark 1.2  Note that
F(zy,...,xj+ae,...,x3) — F(zq,...,x; — be, ..., x3)

DiF(z) = (a+b)e

for some a,b > 0,a+ b > 0.

The main result of this paper is the following theorem:

Theorem 1.3 Let z € (1/2,1/2+ §y) with 0 < §y < 1/2 and uy € C™*. Let (u,7) be the
unique maximal solution of the following equation

3 3 3
du' = Au' + pPUdwn — — P D;(u"w’))dt u(0) = uog, 1.4
; 5 122:1 (; j(wu’))dt u(0) = ug (1.4)
and let for € € (0,1) the function u® be the unique maximal solution to (1.3). If the initial

data satisfies ug — up — 0 in C~* then there exists a sequence of random time 77, such that
lim; ., 7, = 7 and

sup |[u® —u|-, — 0 in probability, ase — 0.
tE[O,TL]



Remark 1.4 i) For the definition of C™* and norm || - ||, see Section 2.
ii) Indeed by a modification we can prove that there exists r > 0 and a sequence of random
time 7. satisfying lim._ .o 7. = 7 such that
P(sup |lu® —ul—.>¢") =0, ase — 0.
te[0,7¢]
This gives the convergence rate. We suspect this to be the true rate of convergence and we
omit it here for simpicity.

Structure of the paper This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some
basic notions and results in paracontrolled distribution method. In Section 3 we first prove
some estimates for the approximated operators. Then we construct solutions to (1.3) and (1.4)
and prove uniform bounds by a similar argument as [ZZ14]. Finally at the end of this section we
give the proof of our main result. In Section 4 convergence of terms involving the renormalized
terms is proved.

2 Besov spaces and paraproduct

In the following we recall the definitions and some properties of Besov spaces and paraproducts.
For a general introduction to these theories we refer to [BCD11, GIP13]. First we introduce
the following notations. The space of real valued infinitely differentiable functions of compact
support is denoted by D(R?) or D. The space of Schwartz functions is denoted by S(R?). Its
dual, the space of tempered distributions is denoted by S'(R?). If u is a vector of n tempered
distributions on R?, then we write u € S'(R? R"). The Fourier transform and the inverse
Fourier transform are denoted by Fu and F~!u.

Let x, 0 € D be nonnegative radial functions on R?, such that

i. the support of x is contained in a ball and the support of # is contained in an annulus;

i x(2) +22,500(2772) = 1 for all z € R%.

iii. supp(x)Nsupp(8(277-)) = @ for j > 1 and supp(A(2~*))Nsupp(8(277-)) = O for [i—j| > 1.

We call such (y,#) dyadic partition of unity, and for the existence of dyadic partitions of
unity see [BCD11, Proposition 2.10]. The Littlewood-Paley blocks are now defined as

A ju=F ' (xFu) Aju=F0(27)Fu).

For o € R, the Holder-Besov space C* is given by C* = B§O7M(Rd, R™), where for p, g € [1, 0]

we define
n

By, (B R = {u = (u', ") € SRR« ullgg, = (3 (@71 A5u]1))7 < oo},
i=1 j>—1
with the usual interpretation as I°° norm in case ¢ = co. We write || - ||, instead of || - ||pa _ in
the following for simplicity.

We point out that everything above and everything that follows can be applied to distribu-
tions on the torus (see [S85, SW71]). More precisely, let S'(T9) be the space of distributions
on T?. Therefore, Besov spaces on the torus with general indices p,q € [1, c0] are defined as

By (T RY) = {u € 8'(TRY) - flulsg, = S (270l wrn))7 < oo}

i=1 j>—1



We will need the following Besov embedding theorem on the torus (c.f. [GIP13, Lemma 41]):

Lemma 2.1 Let 1 <p <py<ooand1<¢q < g < o0, and let « € R. Then BY _(T?) is

P1,91
continuously embedded in By, Cé(l/ P1-1/p2) (T9).

Now we recall the following paraproduct introduced by Bony (see [Bon81]). In general, the
product fg of two distributions f € C%, g € C? is well defined if and only if &+ 3 > 0. In terms
of Littlewood-Paley blocks, the product fg can be formally decomposed as

f9=Y_> NifAjg=n(f.g9)+m(f.9)+m(f.9),

j>—1i>-1
with
T (f9) =m0, ) =D > AifAjg, mlf.g)= > Aifdg.
j>—-1li<j—1 li—j|<1
We also use the notation for 7 > 0
Sif= > Aif.
i<j—1

We will use without comment that || - ||, < |- || for a < 8, that || - ||z S || [|o for @ > 0, and
that || |la < - ||z for @ < 0. We will also use that ||Sjul|z~ < 277 ul|y for a < 0,5 > 0 and
u € C*, where || - ||, denotes the norm in C*, « € R.

The basic result about these bilinear operations is given by the following estimates:

Lemma 2.2 (Paraproduct estimates, [Bon 81, GIP13, Lemma 2]|) For any 5 € R we have

Im<(f.9)lls S Iflle=llglls  f € L g€C”,

and for « < 0 furthermore

Im<(f. 9)llass < I fllallglls  f€CgeC”.

For a4+ B > 0 we have

Imo(f, D llars S Ifllallalls  feC®gec”.

The following basic commutator lemma is important for our use:

Lemma 2.3 (|GIP13, Lemma 5]) Assume that a € (0, 1) and 3, € R are such that a+p+7y >
0 and 8+ v < 0. Then for smooth f, g, h, the trilinear operator

C(fagah) = 71-0(71-<(.fag)>h) - fﬂ-O(gah)

allows for the bound
1C(f, g, P lats+r S N fllallgllgllnll-

Thus, C' can be uniquely extended to a bounded trilinear operator from C® x C” x C? to CoTA+.

7



Now we recall the following commutator estimate from [Z2Z14, Lemma 3.4, Lemma 3.6].

Lemma 2.4 Let u € C® for some a < 1 and v € C? for some 3 € R. Then for every
k,l=1,2,3 we have
[P 7 (u, ) = 7 (u, P) [lasg S Nlullallolls,

where P is the Leray projection.

Lemma 2.5 Let u € C* for some o« € R. Then we have for every k,[ =1,2,3
1P ulla S lluflas

where P is the Leray projection.

Now we recall the following estimate for heat semigroup P, := e'®.

Lemma 2.6 ([GIP13, Lemma 47]) Let u € C* for some o € R. Then for every § > 0
1Pllars S t°"[ulla-

Lemma 2.7 ([CC13, Lemma A.1]) Let u € C* for some o < 1 and v € C? for some 3 € R.
Then for 6 > a+

a+

B—5
[ Pime(u,v) — me(u, Bo)lls St 7 [lullallv]s-

Lemma 2.8 ([CC13, Lemma 2.5]) Let u € C**? for some a € R, § > 0. Then for every ¢ > 0

(P = Dyulla S 2 ]fuflaxs.

3 Proof of the main result

3.1 Estimates for the approximated operators

In the following without loss of generality we assume suppf(277-) C {£: 2971 < |€] < 271} As
we mentioned in introduction, in general we need some differentiability for the corresponding
Fourier multiplier (see Mihlin multiplier theorem) to prove this result. In one dimensional
case we can overcome this difficulty by applying Marcinkiewicz multiplier theorem to control
the bounded variation norm of multiplier (see [HMW14]). But in three dimensional case,
the Marcinkievicz multiplier theorem also needs some differentiability for the corresponding
Fourier multiplier and cannot be used here. However, under our assumptions we can view the
Fourier multiplier as a smooth function multiply some LP Fourier multiplier, p > 1, and prove
the Schauder estimate. Now we introduce the following notations and operators from [Tri78,
Section 2.11.2]. Let

Q. = {||z;] < 2%, for j =1,2,3}, k=0,1,2,..,

and
Qo =q0, Qr=aq — @1, k=0,1,2, ...



The characteristic function y; of @ is a multiplier on LP, 1 < p < oc.

First we have the following equivalent norm, which makes the estimates of the approximated
operators much easier:

Lemma 3.1 Let 1 < p < oo, s € R. |{F 'x.Fu}
equivalent norm of B} .

15 (Lry = sup; 25| F~ y  Ful| e is an

Proof A homogeneity argument shows that there exists a constant C' independent of j such
that for 7 > 0
1F = xFulle < Cllull e,

and .
||.7-"_19(2_7-).7-"u||Lp < Clul|ze-
Then we have for j > 0
2| FOQ27 ) Fulle < 2° Y | F0Q7 ) xaeFulle S |{F X Fu}

k=j—1

18, (LP)>s

and for j = —1,
IF~ xFullr < N1FxxoFulle S IH{F ) Fubllis e

on the other hand, for 7 > 1
j+1
2| F o Fulle <20 ) | F g0 Fulle S Jullss
k=j—1
and for 5 = 0,
IF~ xoFullr < |F " xo(x + 0)Full o S llul

Thus the result follows. O

By oo

Lemma 3.2 Let u € C for some o € R. Then for every 6 > 0,k > 0,t > 0

sup || Prullass—n St |ua
€€(0,1)

Proof Without loss of generality we suppose that Ly > 1. First we consider the operator on
R3. For N € Nand 27 VL, <e <27 V*'[;,0 < j < N,p > 1, we obtain

|F X FPeull e = | F ' x9" Ful| e
<\ F e o (27 ) Fullze + | F e 2 (277 ) Full e + | Fx0 03 (277 ) Ful| 1o

Here
o (&) = e PS8

and ' . '
(@1(277:) + 2(2771) + 93(271)) x5 = ¢*X;

9



with ¢; smooth and suppe; C {3 < [€| < 2,|¢') < 2,1 +# i}. Moreover, we have for 0 < j < N
X;(£)di(277€)¢"(€) = Xj(€)¢i(2_j€)§56(€)1{|§l|§a*1Lo,l:172,3}a

with @°(¢) = e 170 which implies that

IF = X570 (277 ) Fulle S IIF G i (277 ) FF - Ix Fullee < | F @ 0i(277) |17 X Ful oo,

where we used that 1ye<.-17,,=1,23} is an LP-multiplier. By calculation on R3 we get that for
0>0

77502 )l = IFHF @0l S 11 = X))l
S 3 MDD camalie § 3 M S 21V

0<]kl<A 0<]k] <4 (27VE)?
which yields that for 0 < 7 < N
IF G FPrulle S (2VE) N F g Full o

Here in the second 1nequahty we used ¢; has compact support and infecquppg, f (e276) > ¢ >0
and |Dyf(&)| < | §|\k\ - + C for any multiindices k satisfying |k| < 4 to deduce that for every

6 >0 [Dpp(&)] S ‘5“k\i6t6/2’
For 7 > N we have that
H-F_1Xj-FRg€UHLP =0.

For j = 0 by the estimate above and the Mihlin multiplier theorem we obtain
IF " xop" Fulle = |FGEFF  xoFull e S IIF~ XoFul o
Since all the constants above are independent of ¢, we have on R?

sup ||P€u||Ba+6 < 72

|ull 5
e€(0,1) e

By the theory in [SW71] we know that the above calculations also hold on T3. Thus on T? we
have for p large enough by Lemma 2.1

sup || P ulflats—x S S 1Pl pgs S ¢ Nlull g, S 72 lula.

~ o0 MY
e€(0,1) e€(0,1

[
Lemma 3.3 Let u € C*'" for some o € R,0 < n < 1. Then for every 6 > 0,k > 0,e € (0,1)

1(PF = P)ullats—n S "2 (fullag:

Proof Without loss of generality we assume that Lo > 1. First we consider the operator
Pf— P, =F ' (¢° — ¢)F on R? with

ey J o) for |&] <1/2,
7(&) = { ©°(€) otherwise.

10



Here
o (&) = e eI, o(&) = 1P,
For N € Nand L2 <e <2 V*L,,0 < j < N,p> 1 we obtain that
IF = F (Pf = Poullee = | F~'x5(8° — ) Ful| o
<INF G = @)1 (277 ) Fullpe 4+ [|F~xG (87 — 0)92(277 ) Full o + [ F x5 (07 — )d3(277) Ful| 1o,
where
(01(277) + 2277 ) + 03277 ))xs = x5, 4 >0

with ¢; smooth and suppe; C {7 < |€'] < 2,[¢!| < 3,1 % i}. Moreover, we have for 0 < j <
N,i=1,2,3, that

X5()0i(2776) % (€) = x;()9:(277€) " ()1 qjetj<e1L0u=12.3
with 3°(€) = e €7 which implies that

IF~'x5(9° — 0)di(277) Full o
SIFHE = )27 ) FFxgFull e + | F 01 (a5e 110, for some 130i(277 ) FF ~x; Ful| 1o
SIFHE = @) 277 )l F X Fulle + Lin | F~ogi(27Y ) FF v Full o
SIFHE — 0277 )l F X Fulle + Li=ne"2V(2NVE) ™| F x v Ful| o

Here in the last inequality we used |e2V| > 1. By calculation we get that
IF7H" = @) )l = [F7HE" — ) (27 )eullr S N = AP (87 — ) (27)i(-)) |

) . ) nJn
< Z 1275 Dy — Do) (27-) | esupps |l < Z 2]|k\% < £199n(29\/1) 0,
0<|k|<4 0<|k|<4 2 (2]\[)

Here in the third inequality we used infeequppe, f(£27€) > ¢ > 0 and | Dy f(€)] < \5\‘% + C for
any multiindices k satisfying |k| < 4 to deduce that for every 6 > 0,0 < n < 1 |Di(p°—¢)(§)] <
Klﬂ%' Now we deduce that for 0 < j < N

IF~ G F (P = Pulle S €22V | F I Full .
For j > N we have that
IF=IXGF(PE = Pullee = |F " xgpFulle  €"27(2V) || F~ xg Ful o,

where we used [£27] > 1.
For j = 0 we obtain that

IF~ xo(&" — ) Fulls
=[|F (¢ )(¢1 + 2 + ¢3)XoFF " xoFul| s
<HJT e —90)( 1+ G2 + ¢3) FF X0 Full

<Zl|f (& = )il | F~ xoFull o
55"(\f) *NF xoFul o,

11



where Xo = X0 — 1{¢i|<1/2,i=1,2,3) and in the last inequality we used similar argument as the case
0<j<N.

By the theory in [SW71] we know that the above calculations also hold on T?. Since on T?
operator Pf — P, only depends on the value of ¢ — ¢ on Z3 which equals to @° — ¢ on Z3 we
obtain that on T? for p > 1 large enough

1(PF = Pullars—n S I(PF = Pullggss S €2 lfull gy S €2 fullas
O

The next result concerns time regularity of the approximated heat semigroup. We want to
emphasize that P is not strongly continuous at 0. However, under our assumptions Py has
nice time continuity properties for ¢ > 0.

Lemma 3.4 Let u € C®*° for some o € R,§ > 0. Then for every x > 0, € (0,1),t > s> 0

1(Pf = P)ullar S (= 5)°[[ullats.

Proof Without loss of generality we assume that Lo > 1. First we consider the operator
Pf — P = F7Y (g — @5)F on R? with

i (8) for [&] <1/2,
Pi(8) = { ©5 (&) otherwise.

Here , ,
pi(6) = eTHIIEO gy (€) = 7T
For N € Nand 27VLy <e <27V, 0 < j < N we obtain that
1F =X F (P = P)ulle = |F~ x; (65 — &5) Fulls
<IF (85 = @01 (277 ) Fulle + 1F~x(# — @5 2277 ) Fulle + | F"x5(5; — @5)s(277 ) Ful| o
where ‘ ' ‘
(@1(277:) + ¢2(2774) + ¢3(2774))x; = Xy
with ¢; smooth and suppg; C { < || < 3,[¢!| < 2,1 # i}. Moreover, we have that for
0<j<N | |
X5 (§)@i(2776) 75 (&) = x;(§)di(277E) @7 (€)1 1etj<e—110,1=1,2,3}»
with @5(¢) = e 670 which implies that
1775 (@5 = #5)ei(277) Full o
SIFHEE — #0)di( 277 ) FF i Full o
<IF7HEE = @) 27 ) e | F g Ful o
By calculation we get that
IFH7 = @027 )l = IF7H(@F = e (@ )il S (1 = A)* (87 — 0 (27)6i()) 1
(t — 5)0/2270

S 2D — D)@ ol 3 2T S S (t— )2
0<|k|<4 0<|k|<4
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Here in the third inequality we used infecquppo, f(£27€) > ¢ > 0, [1—e (=P | < (1—g)%/2|¢)°
and |Dyf(&)| < \5\‘% + C for for any multiindices k satisfying |k| < 4 to deduce that for any

>0 |Dip(@s —@5)(&)] < % For j > N we have that

|F I\ F(Pf — PS)ul| e = 0.
For 7 = 0 we obtain that

IF " x0(&; — @2) Ful| oo
<N F e — @) Lqei<tyizt 23 X0 F F XoFull e + | FH(F; — 35)(d1 + ¢ + d3)XoFF~'XoFul| e
SIF e — )Xo FFxoFul e + | FH(EE — @2) (01 + b + ¢3) FF " xoFullr

3
<t = 5P PIF " xoFull + S IFHE — )61l 0| F xoFul
i=1
<t — 5P PIIF " xoFul o

where Xo = Xo—1{j¢i|<1/2,i=1,2,3y and X is smooth with suppxo C {[{| < 1} and 1yeij<1/2,i=1,2,3 X0 =
L{jeij<1/2,i=1,2,3)- Here in the second inequality we used 1fjeij<i/2,=12,3) is an LP multiplier and
in the last inequality we used similar argument as the case 0 < 7 < N.

By the theory in [SW71] we know that the above calculations also hold on T?. Since on T?
the operator Pf — P¢ only depends on the value of ¢ — ¢ on Z3, which equals to @5 — @ on
Z3, we obtain that on T? for p large enough by Lemma 2.1

(P = PS)ulla-n S I = Pullsg, S (8= )2 ull gass S (¢ = )" ||ullass.

p,00 N7

O

The following two lemmas state the commutator estimate for the approximated semigroup
in a particular case, which can be used in the case that we approximate W by only keeping
finite dimensional Fourier modes.

Lemma 3.5 Let u € C* for some a < 1 and v € C? for some 3 € R satisfying suppFv C
{€:1€] < Ly/(2¢)}. Then for § > a+

a+B—46
[1Prme(u,v) = me(u, Pro)lls S 62 [lullallo]ls.

Proof Since suppFv C {£: [£] < Lo/(2¢)}, by the definition of A; we have Ajv # 0 only for
J < [logy(Lo/¢)], which implies that

[loga(Lo/e)]
Piro(u,0) = me(u, Piv) = Y (PF(Sjmudw) — SjuPfAjv).

j=-1

We also have that the Fourier transform of Pf(S;_julj;v) — S;_1ulPfAjv has its support in a
suitable annulus 2/ 4. Let ¢ € D(R?) with support in an annulus A be such that 1 = 1 on A.

13



Thus we obtain that for j < [log,(Lo/¢)] supp(FS;_1uljv) C {|€'] < Lo/e} and supp(FA,v) C
{I€"| < Lo/e}, which imply that

1[((279 ) ) (D), Sj—1ulAjvll e = [[[((277)@) (D), Sj_1u] Ajv]| oo
S Y " F TG | 107 -au e A0 e,

neNd [n|=1

where in the last inequality we used the same argument as the proof of [CC13, Lemma A.1].
Here

OF(€) = e KITED 5o (g) = et

(V277 ) ) (D)yu = F (277 Fu), [(v(277-)¢°) (D), S;—1u] denotes the commutator.
Now we have that

2" F (277 )% | e
<27 F7H0") (277 )% I + IIF T (W (277)0"%) | e
=27 FH ()= (2 ) + [F (@ ()0"=(27)) [ s
S22 () (2 ) Iz + 1L+ ] - )2 F 7 ((-)0"

P (27) || e
o F (1 — APH@HE ) e+ IF (L — AP
S27(1 = AP (@)= (27 )l + (1= A (0 ()" (27)) || s

, L H92k ROk
<97 Z (2J)|m| O + Z (2J)|m| T

0<|m|<4 Im|<5

<2—jt—u2—2ju7

where in the fourth inequality we used | D™= (&)| < |€]7ImIt=#(€] =2+, 1 > 0 for any multiindices
m satisfying |m| < 5. Hence we get that

127 )" (D), Sjrul Aol S 557 2290 u| o],
which yields the result by the same argument as in the proof of [CC13, Lemma A.1]. U

Lemma 3.6 Let u € C* for some a < 1 and v € C? for some 8 € R satisfying suppFv C
{I€] < Lo/(2¢)}. Then for § > a+ 5,k >0

a+B—06

1P = P)me(u,v) = m<(u, (B = P)o)|ls-w S €2 [ullalv]s.

~Y

Proof Since suppFv C {£: [£] < Lo/(2¢)}, by the definition of A; we have Ajv # 0 only for
J < [logy(Lo/¢)], which implies that

[loga(Lo/e)]
(P = P)me(u,v) — me(u, (PF = Pv) = Y ((PF = P)(Sj_1uddv) — S;_qu(Pf — P)Ajv).

j=-1

We also have the Fourier transform of (P; — P,)(S;_1uljv) —S;_1u(Pf — P;)Ajv has its support
in a suitable annulus 2/ A. Let ¢ € D(R?) with support in an annulus A be such that ¢ = 1
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on A. Thus we obtain that for j < [logy(Lo/e)] supp(FS;_1ulv) C {|¢] < Lo/e} and
supp(FAjv) C {[¢'| < Lo/e}, which imply that

11277 ) (" = ©))(D), Sj—1u]Ajvllz = [[(¥(277)(8° — @) (D), Sj-1u)Ajv]|
S D " F@ETINE = o)l ll0"Sovull | Agv]

neENd [n|=1

where in the last inequality we used the same argument as the proof of [CC13, Lemma A.1].
Here

OF(€) = e HITED 5o (g) = T () = 1,

(V277 ) ) (D)yu = F (277 Fu), [(v(277-)¢°) (D), S;—1u] denotes the commutator.

Now we have that

[ F~H (5 (277) (0 = @)l

<2 F )27 ) (0F — @)l + IF (@ (277)0"(9° — )|

=27 F 1" () (@ — ) (@Dl + IFH@()"(0° = 9)(27)[|

27N+ - P2PFTHO ()@ = @) (27 ) [l + (1 + |- P)2F (@)™ (¢

=27 F N1 = A (@ ()¢ = @) (2 ))lpe + IFH(Q = AP ()" (¢= — ) (2 )))HLoo

S277(1 = AP0 () (0F — @) (27Nl + 11 = AP ((-)I" (9 — )(27))]| o

. Rt HQ—2jptik gl —HQ—2jutik
<97 § ' (QJ)\M\ O + E (29) \M\W

0<|m|<4 |m|<5
<2—j5nt—u2—2ju+w,

where in the fourth inequality we used |D™ (¢ — ¢)(&)| < e[| ~mlt=#|€|5=2, u, k > 0 for any
multiindices m satisfying |m| < 5. Thus we get that

127 )6 (D), i au] Agul| e S e85 210t 0Dy | o

Hﬁv
which implies the result by the same argument as in the proof of [CC13, Lemma A.1]. O

The following two lemmas concern estimates for the operator D:.

Lemma 3.7 Let u € C*™! for some a € R. Then for every x > 0

S 1 D5ulla—r S [ullati-
e€(0,1

Proof First we consider the operator on R*. For j > —1,p > 1 we have
|F10277 ) FDfullo = | F0(277€)€ g(€") Fu(€)| o

It is easy to get that |g(x)| < C,|g¢'(z)| < C/|x|, which by the Mihlin multiplier theorem implies
that g is an LP(R') multiplier, hence an LP(R?®) multiplier. Therefore we have

IF=10277 )& g (&) Ful)lle S NIF 10277 Fu(§)lle = IF(277€)0(277€)8 Fu(8)l| o
SIF IO lF 1027 ) Full £ 2N F 710277 ) Ful s,

~
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where 1 is smooth with the support of ¢ contained in an annulus and ¢ = . Moreover,
we obtain similar estimate for j = —1. By the theory in [SW71] we know that the above
calculations also hold on T?. Thus on T? we deduce that for p large enough

sup |[Diulla—x S sup [|Djullsg . S llullpgr < llullata:

~ p,o0 MY

c€(0,1) e€(0,1)

Lemma 3.8 Let u € C*T'*7 for some o € R, > 0. Then for every x > 0
(D5 — Di)ulla—r S €"l|ullatin-

Proof First we consider the operator on R3. Suppose that 27V < e < 27N+ N € N then for
0<j<N,p>1we have

1pio—j . po—j in29(e') —1
| F10(277 ) F(Ds — Dy)ul e = || F10(277¢)e(€ )2%]%(5)“”.
Let M(x) = %. It is easy to get that |M(z)| < C,|M'(x)| < C/|z|, which by Mihlin multi-
plier theorem implies that M is an LP(R') multiplier, hence an LP(R?) multiplier. Therefore
IF10277€)e(¢)* M (&) Ful(é) e S (IF10277€)e(€")* Ful(é)| o
=[F (27027 )e(€)? Fu@)llr S IIF0(277€)e(€)? | [ F 1027 ) Ful o
<20 || FLO(279 ) Ful| o,
where 1 is smooth with the support of 1 contained in an annulus and ¥f = 0 and we used
€2/ < 1 in the last inequality.
For j > N we have
|F='0(277 ) F(D; — Di)ul s
<|F'0(277)FDjul| e + | F 10277 ) FDyul| 1o
S2NF0(277 ) Full e
L2 FE| FL9(279 ) Ful| 1o,
where in the second inequality we used a similar estimate as Lemma 3.7 and €2/ > 1 in the last

inequality. Similarly, we obtain the desired estimate for j = —1. By the theory in [SW71] we
know that the above calculations also hold on T3. Thus on T? for p large enough.

I(D; = DiJulla—n S (D7 = Di)ullsg., S €llull ggraen S e”l|ullatrin:

p,00 ~Y

0

3.2 Construction of solutions to 3D NS equation driven by space-
time white noise and approximating equations

In this subsection we give an outline of the construction of local solutions to (1.1) and (1.3). The
construction given here differs slightly from the construction presented in [ZZ14] (see Remark
3.11 in the following).
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Construction of solutions to 3D NS equation driven by space-time white noise:
Now we write (1.1) in the form of (1.4) with uy € C~*, where z € (1/2,1/24 dy) with 0 < §p <
1/2. As in [ZZ14] we give the definition of the solution of (1.4) as limit of solutions @ to the
following equation:

3 3
di' = Au'dt + Y P HAWE — Z P Z usnat))dt, (3.1)
i1=1 2 j=1
ﬂa(O) = PUQ eC”.
Now we split (3.1) into the following four equations:
' ' 3
duy' = Aug'dt + )y P H.AW,
i1=1
. . 1S 3 . )
duy' = Aug'dt — o % P (Y D" ous?))dt a5(0) =0,
i1=1 j=1
i’ - Z p Z oy + st o)) w5(0) =0,
21 1 =1
and
1 : , . . ,
G0) =R P i) - > / [ >7 PUD " o (a5 +u) + (" + a0
11=1 0 i1,j=1

+ a5 o uy? + ayt (ug? + a5t + ayl (gt +ay™) + (a5 +ay")(ay? + ay?)) | ds.

(3.2)
Here for¢,5 =1,2,3,

t 3
a5t = / > PUP_H.AW™,

—00 -1
ﬂil Oﬂi’ =y Zui’] cy b
ay) o uy’ = ayt o uy’ = uytuy?,
Uy <>u2’J = 15" 5" @3”( ) —C5Y,
it o uy! = ag’] oy = m (a5, ") + moo(uy?, ") + ms (a7, ugh),
ﬂil <>u4’] =uy’ ouy’ = 7r<(u4”, uy ) + 7T0<>(u4],u1 ) + 7T>(ﬂi’j, ﬂi’i),
with ' ' ) )
moo(5?, u5") = mo(u5?, ui") — g7 (t) — C7,
and

oo (05", 557) = o5’ ),
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with C§ is defined in section 4.2, C% and @5 are defined in Section 4.4 and C§ and @5 are defined
in Section 4.6 and @ converges to some ¢; with respect to the norm ||| = sup;e(o 7 t°|¢(?)]
for every p > 0 and ¢ = 1,2. Define

dK*" = (AK®" +a")dt  K*'(0) = 0.

In [ZZ14] we proved that for every § > 0

Ciy(T) := sup ZH% |=1/2-6/2 + Z a7 o 57|12 + Z a5 © 157 (| —1/2—s/2
te0,7] ‘=5 = Pyt
3 .
+ Z a5 o a5 || -5 + Z Imoo(us”, @) s+ D Ilmoo(P DK i )||-
i,j=1 i,j=1 i,i1,4,1=1

_'_ Z ||7T0<> PZZlD Kell _67.]1)” 5) OO’
1,01,5,J1=1
with _ | ) |
e (P D TE) = P DR, 75),
oo (P Dy 50 i57) = (P DR, ).
In the following we will fix 9 > 0 small enough such that

1 1
5<50/\1(1—z)/\§(1—250)/\(2z—1).

Moreover by Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6 we easily deduce that for ¢ = 1, 2, 3,

sup ZHU II- 5+Z|lu li/2-6) S Civ,

te[0,T]

and
1K= ()55 S 7% sup [|[a5(s)]|-12-972 S 7 Ciy. (3.3)
s€[0,t]
For every € > 0 by a similar argument as [ZZ14] we obtain solutions of equation (3.2): More
precisely, for each ¢ € (0, 1) there exists uj satisfying equation (3.2) respectively before 7 > 0
such that ug € C((0,7¢); C'/27%) with respect to the norm sup;co 7y g | @ (t)]]1/2—s, for
0 <3k < 1/2— z+ 6y and satisfies
1/2— (50+z+n

sup ¢ 123 (8)]]1/2-50 = oo
te[0,7¢]

Indeed, by (3.2) and Lemma 2.2 and Lemmas 2.5, 2.6 one has the following estimates

1/276Q+z+ﬁ _ 1/2+697Z73ﬁ 1/2— 6Q+z+f€

sup ¢ [[u(t)][1/2-50 S Cluol| = @y, a5, u3)+T~= " (sup ¢

1a5(t)[[1/2-50),
te[0,7) te[0,7]

where C.(||ug||--, u5, u5, u3) are constants depending on € and we used z < 1/2 + §y — 3k.
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In the following we will fix

1 6 2, 1—2060—30 1—2—40
A A .
7 Y

Now consider the paracontrolled ansatz for i = 1,2, 3,

3 3
€1 1 i — —82 € £,1 —e. i
uy" = —§ZP 1<ZDj[7r<(u YK 4oy 4+ ay? K 1)]) + @&k

=1 j=1

with a5%i(t) € C1/2+5 for some 6/2 < B < (2425 — 1/2) A (1/2 =25 = 3r) A (5 — 0g — 0 —
K)A(2—2z—22 —4k) and t € (0,7°) (which can be done for fix € > 0 since the noise term is
smooth and we note that

1/2+B+z+f€ 1/2469—3r—2 1/2—=6g+2+k

@z (D)1 /245 S Ce(lluoll -z, ui, a5, u3) + 72 (51[10%]5 = [[ai(s)lhy2-50)°)-
se|0,

By paracontrolled ansatz and Lemmas 2.2, 2.5, 2.6 we obtain the following estimate: for ¢ =
1,2,3,

15" 1 j2-5-n S Z 5™ + a5 l1j2-s sup (@57 | -12-5 + |5 |[1/215- (3.4)
=1 te[0,7

Then 4 = 4§ + 45 + 65 + @ solves (3.1) if and only if %** solves the following equation:

3
T :Pt(z Piityit — a5°(0)) ——/ P Z P D;(u S ouy” +uy (uy? +uy’) + ay’ (ugt + ay™)

i1=1 zu 1
A ) s (5 + 0 5) + w5, 55) + o (@5, 5)
+ 7T>(“3J + u4’], “1) + WOO(Us’]vui 21) + 7TO<>(U4 7U§ 21))d3

__/ Pt B Z P221D]1(7T<( 71_‘_,&311 ulyjl)_l_ﬂ. ( 7.71 _l_u47]1 7821))d8

11,J1=1

3
1 ) | -
52 P ( Y Dylre(us” +ag™, Ko9) + mo (a5 + ag”, KE’“)])

i1—1 ji=1

t
—P(S Pl - 0) + / Po_§%ids + Fo4,

i1=1 0
_ (3.5)
where F=' denotes the last two terms.
Estimates for ¢
Lemma 3.9 For ¢*%' defined above, the following estimate holds:
165 12520 S (14 (Ci)) (1 + [0 |1 /246 + |l /2-s0) + 55, (3.6)
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Proof By a similar argument as [ZZ14] we obtain that for § < d§y < 1/2 —3§/2

3

w00 (@ a5 s S D {Ilua |20 i 1057 212572
i1,j1=1

+[[a5” + g 1 ja—ss |00 (P Dy K™ 077 || 5 + |85 |1 2511057 || 21252

T 4 5 ol (P Dy R, 59

and

il 7l

s (ag™ + g™, ul’])H a5-r S ([Jag™ [|1/2—s + ||} 1/2—6—n)||ﬂi’j||—1/2—5/2

SHHa5" 1/2- 6+Z 15" + @3 |1 200 Civ + 185z )] 1@77 -1 /2-572,

io=1

where in the last inequality we used (3.4).
Hence by (3.5) we get that

H Qge’ﬁ’iH—l—%—%
3

S Z [Hu6 Moy || s + [|Imoo (@™, )| s + 1as " | sl g™t + @y |yems, + |05 + @3
11,51=1
+ ||u3 1 joms G0 | 21 joss2 + 1G5 + a7 12 1877 | =1 /2—5/2Cly

+ Z a5 + @5 1 j2-so |70 (P Djy K57 a57) | -5

Jyia=1

3
+ ) 15"+ 857 |1 oo 0.0 (P2 Dy K 57| s + 1555 || 124157 | <1252

Jria=1

SO+ (Ci)?) A+ 1T 124 + N185]12-5,) + 3515,
which implies (3.6).
Estimate for F©

We now turn to F<:

||F5||1/2+5
€ 0 I [ PP, 0 9~ (50 + 550, 55 sl
i1,51=1
b0 [ PP D, i )+ 7 ), 55 )
i1,51=1

t
- PRDm (5 () + 150, [ Pt )
0
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+ Z II/ PP Dy (@57 (s) + a5 (s) — (@57 () + a7 (8)), a7 (5))dsl |1 /245

i1,j1=1

O [ PP )+ 0,55 )

i1,j1=1

t
— PD; w (g (t) + ug” (¢ ),/ Pysuy"ds)|[1/215
0
=0+ 1o+ I35+ I4.
Now we only estimate I; and I, and for I3, I, we have similar results. By Lemma 2.7 we have

1 ()+5+ +g
IQ S -

|25 + ug]1/2— 5Civs (3.7)

where by the condition on 5 we hawv i — m > (. For I; Lemmas 2.2, 2.6 yield

S /Ot(t — ) S (5) | N () + (1) — W5 (5) — W5 (5) |y,
and we note that by Lemma 2.8 that for t > s > 0
[a5(t) + a3 (t) — uz(s) — ug(s)lles2
SI(Pez = Pop2)(Brj2 + Poj2)(uo — 11(0)) |2 + || /Os(Pt—r — P )GE(r)dr |z + || /t Py GE(r)dr || o2
e ) L P R e [ L BT
0
(=9 ([ NP GO

§(t o S)bos (z+2K42bo) /2Hu ai(O)H—z + (t . 8)6/2/ (8 . T)—(3/2+5/2+2n+b)/2||Ge(7,)||_3/2_6/2_n/2d7,
0

3/245/2+2k

t 1
=9 ([ (=) TG 0y
where 6/2+ 842k <2by <2—2—2K,6/2+ B+2k <b<1/2—2k—6/2, 1(§/2+ f +2K) <
by <[1—(6+z+k)|AL(1/2—0/2—2k) and

3

Ge =" PUDjuy" 0wy + a0 a5 + a0 (@57 + ) + (@5 + agh) o uy
i1,j=1
+ay™ oy +ay™ (g’ +uy’) +ay’ (st +ayt) + (a" + ") (@’ + ay’),

Moreover, by a similar argument as (3.6) one has the following estimate

1GE |5 /2-8/2-n/2 S (L4 (Cip)*) (L + |71 25 + |51 /2-50) + [1513-
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Thus we obtain that

I 5Ciy ( [ e g, - )]
0
N /0t<t )T /( )R GE () y 5 ppdrds
T K Y A s G AN B LT
0 s
<Ci ( / [t — 8) 1 L 20 2 gz g (0)
0
+/t(t_r) 3_ 6+6+4n/ (1—1) W#+b/2l—(3/2+6/2+2n+b)/2dlHéa(r)||_3/2_6/2_H/2dr
0
N (/t(t B S)_1_5/2+25+2n+b1d8)b1(/t /r(t B S)_1_5/2+26+2n+b1 (t B T)_3/§zr1¢y:1+)2n
0 0

ledto] v H/stdml—bl)

/2+,B+z 3 6+6+4~

t
SOt 2“!|Uo—ﬂ§(0)!|—z+C(C§v)/0 (t—r)"a" (17111245 + 5l /2-5 + 1E5115)dr

3/243/2+2k

_ _ t _ [ S P
+ C(Cyy) + C(t, Cyy) [/ (t—r)" 2= (|| 1jorp + NUglliz—s, + [l@5]l5) = dr] "
0

(3.8)
Combining (3.7) and (3.8) we deduce that

1F=|l1/245

5/2+4B+z= 3 6+B+4n

t
St _Q“IIUO—Ui(O)II—zCierC(CEV)/ (t—r)"a” (17l /24 + 15017250 + 5113 dr
0

3/2+6/2+2k

_ _ t _ 11y
+0<csv>+c<t,csv>[ R e (e WP T AR T D Ry
0

1 0+5+

+i4 ||u3—|—u4||1/2 500

(3.9)
A similar argument also imply that
1525

1+26+N

t
= 1_z_k_ 36 _ =
SOy ti 27270 ||uO—Ui(0)||—z+C(C§v)/ (t—r)” (1@ 11y248 + 1a5ll1/2-s0 + la5l13)dr
0

1+25+2m

t
+C(Cy) + C(, Cév)(/o (t—r)” /245 + 1511 /25 + 1@5135)dr)

+ | ag + 55 Cys 1)
3.10

where we use |[u3(t) + ug(t) — (u3(s) + ui(s))||-1/2435/2+« to control the corresponding I of
<[5

Construction of the solution
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Lemma 3.10 There exists some T > 0 (independent of €) with Ty < 7 for € € (0,1) such
that

bkl — dtz4k | _ =
ts[lolg](t“ @ as T @) ls) S C(To, Gy, lluo|-)- (3.11)
€10,10

Proof By paracontrolled ansatz Lemma 2.2 and (3.3) one then has
175 120 SE* D 15" + 5" /280 Ci + 18511720
i,j=1
which shows that for ¢ small enough (only depending on C5)
13511250 S(C)? + 185117260 (3.12)
Similarly, we have for ¢ small enough (only depending on C%,)
a5l S(C)? + [la]l5. (3.13)

Now first we assume that sup, C5, < co and in this case we can choose ¢ not depending on &.
Then (3.6) and (3.9) yield that for 6 + 2z 4+ r < 1

T ()12
t
Slluo = a5 (0)|-+(1 + Ciy) + 777 C(Ciy) /0 (t — ) HAT0TPITIR2 GO PR (L 4 (|12

§/24+B+=

+ @ lhj2-s + @5lI3)ds + 7= (t‘ 2 lug — @5 (0)]|--Cy

_3_8+f+4k

t
+C(C§v)/0 (t=r)7 (@l + 15l 2-s, + 1G5]15)dr

_3/2+68/2+2n

_ _ t 1 a1-b
+CCR) + G [ (¢ = r) T (0 + oo, + a5]3) =] ™
0

so+h+r+d

l_ _ _ —
+ -2 ||u§+uz||1/2_5005v),

(3.14)
where we used the condition on 3 to deduce —3/4 —§ — 3/2—3k/2 > —1, l/ﬂ% <0+ zand
d+2z+kK— ‘g/iﬂ — 2k > 0. Hence by (3.12) (3.13) for ¢ small enough we have

TR (1) |12
t
SHUO o ﬂi(O)H—z(l + C{E/V) + t6+z+nC(C€V)/ (t . S)—3/4—6—5/2—3n/2s—(6+z+n)S&-‘:—z—i—n(||a67ti||1/2+5
0
+ @ [3)ds + C(Cy)

3_ 0+B+4k

t
+ C(Ca/)té-l-z—i-n/ (t . T)—Z—72 ,r—(6+z+/i),r6+z+/i(||aa,ﬁ||1/2+6 + ||ﬂ€’ﬁ||(2;)d7’
0

K ¢ _3/2+46/242k  _ (8+2+k) 1
e e (L PR
0

(3.15)
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A similar argument as (3.15) and using (3.13), (3.10) one also has that for ¢ small enough and
0<brh<l—2z-40

6+z+m

to= @)l

Slluo — a1 (0)]|--

t
(Ciiv)/ (t _ S)—1/2—35/2—2/@8—(5—1-24-/1)Sé—i—z—i—n(H,ae,jo1/2+B
) 0 3.16
+[|la*|[3)ds + C(Cy) 10

t
—I—C(CW) 6+z+n / (t_T)_1+2g+2nr_(5+z+n)r5+z+n(||as,ﬁ||1/2+ﬁ_l_ ||ﬂi||§)d7“
0

Combining (3.15, 3.16) we get that by Bihari’s inequality there exists some Tj (independent of
¢) such that

5+z+n

sup (@ yorp + 77 [aF(#)5) S C(To, Gy lluoll ),

t€[0,To)

which combining with (3.6) implies that

sup 17|97 Ly a5-0x S C(To, Gy, [luol|--).- (3.17)
t€[0,To]
Hence by (3.5) (3.12), (3.17) we have that
1/2—6p+z+k e e e
sup £ 2 [[u5()laj2-00 S (Ci)* + lluoll - + C(To, Ciy, lluo]l —-),

te[0,To)

which implies that 7 > Tj. Here we used z > 1/2 4 §/2 and the following estimate
111 /250

—2z+09—6/2—K

t
< g — @ (0)]| Gy + C(C5y) / (t— 1)

3/2+46— 50+2n

(a1 j24s + Nl j2-s + llaslI3)dr

3/2+5+2n 5o

N8 205 + 1oy + 112 )

¢
+O(C5) + O, C@)( / (t— )
0
L8, ¢ —€ e
+ 11 4||u3+u4||%—6OCW>

which can be proved by a similar argument as (3.10), where one can [|ug(t) + u5(t) — (u5(s) +
u3(s)) || —sp+s/2+x and z + 3k + 35 < 1 to control ||F=||1/2—s,- O

Moreover by paracontrolled ansatz and (3.3) we also obtain

a3l <t6/4z||u5“+ﬂi’“||—z@§v+IIﬂE’ﬁ’i||—z,

i1=1

which combining with (3.5) implies that for ¢ small enough (only depending on C%,), t € [0, Tp]
and 1 —z—40 — 5k >0

15" (@)l SC(Ci) + @ (1)
e —e ! —AH2048K=2  _(§4z4k) O+ztk || 160
SC(Cw) +[[Puo = w5 ()| + [ (E=s)" 2 s §"T | 7| -1 -25-2nds
0
+ @

e Loy, ¢ ~e
SC(lluoll -z To, Ciy) + T2 Juz (1) - Cy -
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Here in the last inequality we used

=)

t

= / /2—2+kK Ktz Ktz _

el / (t—s)" 7 s s s?og}s‘”f 1@ + @slls + £ 3 |a5(t) + a5 ()] -
se|0,

Hence for Ty small enough (only depending on C§,) one has the following bounds

sup [[@5" (1) SC(||uoll-=, To, 5y )- (3.18)
te[0,To)

Similar arguments show that for every a > 0 there exists a sufficiently small 7y > 0 such that
the map (uo, uj, uj ous, u5ous, ugous, m (a5, u3), mo.o(PDKE, u7)) + uj is Lipschitz continuous
on the set -

max{uoll -, Ciy} < a.

Here we consider uj with respect to the norm of

sup |3 (t)]| -
te[0,To)

Thus we obtain that uj restricted to [0,7,] depends in a locally Lipschitz continuous way on
the data (ug, uj, u§ © 43, uj © 3, U5 © u3, T (4§, U3 ), Moo (PDK®, ug)).
In [ZZ14, Section 4] we proved that there exists some > 0 and @; € C([0,T];C~1/27%/2),

iy € C([0,T);C7°), u3 € C([O,T];C%_‘S) such that for every p > 0

E|luj e

Y

= ||P
- ul||c([07T};C71/276/2) S

EHES - ﬂ2“g([0,T];c—6) 5 g

E||a e,

- ﬂSHg([O,T];@/zJ) S
Then for e, =27% = 0 and € > 0

> P(l|ust — tillogoape-r/z-az) > €) < Y278 /e < o0, (3.19)
k=1 k=1

which by Borel-Cantelli lemma implies that @3 —a} — 0in C([0, T];C~/279/?) a.s., as k — oo.
The results for other terms are similar. Thus we obtain that sup,, _o- yen Cit < oo as., Tp
independent of &, @y := limg_, @3* on [0, Tp], u = Uy + U + U3 + Uy as solution of (1.4) on [0, Ty]
and
sup |[a*F —u|_, =0 a.s..
te[0,T0]

Now we want to extend the solution to the maximal solution such that

sup |[ul|-. = oco.
tel0,7)
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A similar argument as above implies that there exists some 77 (C(1)) (for simplicity we assume
Ty < Tp) such that for every t* € [0, Tg]
5+z+n

sup  [(t— ") a yjagp + (E— )T
te[t* t*+T1]

la#(®)lls] < C(T1, Gy, C(To), lJu(")l|-)-

Here the only difference is that K° satisfies the following equation
dK*" = (AK®" +a7")dt K*'(t*) =0,
and by a similar argument as [ZZ14] we obtain that there exists some 7 > 0 such that for every

p>1

E sup ||mo( PD/ P_uids,ui()) — mo PD/ P_uyds, uy(- ))Hg([O,T};C*t‘) < b,

rel0,]

which implies that similar convergence also holds for o(PD K¢, u5) in this case. Here we omit
superscript for simplicity.
Thus for t* =Ty — w we obtain the following estimate

“H(t)1ls)

(t5+z+n||u

sup
tE[To,To—l—%}

< osup (8= ) TEa 1 jaas + (E — tF)
tE[To7To+%}

SC(Tla _5[/’ C(Tg), ||u0||—2)a

6+z+m

1 (t)]ls)

where we used (3.18) in the last inequality. Hence by a similar argument as above we obtain
the solution u = limyg_,o, @+ on [0, Ty + %] Now by iterating the above arguments we obtain
that there exist the explosion time 7 > 0 and the maximal solution u = limg_,,, @** on [0, 7)
such that

sup [[u(t)[|-. = oo
tel0,7)

Moreover for L > 0 define 77, := inf{t : [Ju(t)[|-. > L} A L and then 7 increasing to 7 and
= inf{t: C§,(t) > L}. By (3.11) and similar argument as above we have

S+z+kK

sup (@ 1paip + T @ (0)]s) S C(L, L), (3.20)

te[0,7z, /\ﬁil]

which combining with (3.12), (3.13) imply that for L, L; >0

5+z+n

sup (a5 (4)]12-5 +t

te[o,—rL/\ﬁle}

[az(t)lls) < C(L, L), (3.21)

sup  ||@® —ul|_. =" 0.
te[O,TLAprl}

In particular, for a subsequence ¢, = 2% — 0,k € N we have

sup [[uTF —ul|-, >0 a.s..
tE[O,TL}
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Remark 3.11  The construction here is slightly different from [ZZ14] as we consider the mild
form of u4 here. The advantage of this approach is that it can also be used to obtain the
solution of (1.3).

Construction of solutions to approximating equation: Now we also split the equation
(1.3) into the following four equations:

dui’ = Aus'dt + ZP“lH dw,

i1=1

dus” Au“dt—— P D6 “1<>u’] dt  u5(0) =0,
2 2 2

111

due,i: dt—— Pzzl Da €Z1<>u,]_|_u521<>u7] dt u 0 _O’
3 2 3

211

and

] 1 €, €, £,11 £,1
) =P PO~ (0) - / Pfs[ZP’“D% T o (U5 +5) + (U5 + up) o u?
0

2
i1=1 i1,j=1

+uy™ ouy? +uy" (uy? + ui?) + uy (Ui 4+ ui™) + (U5 4wy (U + ui?)) | ds.

(3.22)
Here for ¢,7 =1,2,3,

t 3
TR / > PP H.AW™,

=1
7' E? . € 87 E?"
uiloul = ullulj C K
87' 57' Ev' E? . &, &, IASRE S IASAE B} 87'
uy? ou = ult ou? = uituy! + E (O3 () 4 CEW09 (1) )uS™,
11=1
€,i 6,]

— e - C5Y,

uz' out’ = ui? ouy’ = me(uy’ ui?) 4 moo(uz”, uy’) + s (u5”, uf

7-7 LI
Uy <>u2 =uyu

uitout’ = ui? ouy’ = me(ui’ ui?) 4+ moo(ui’, uy?) + s (ug', uf

3
moe(us’, ui?) = mo(u', u?) — T (1) — C7Y 4 Y (COWMI (1) + O () jup™,
i1=1

and

3
Too(uy’, us?) i= mo(uy’, ui’) + Z(C’E’i’i“j(t) + OV I () (ug™ + us™),
11=1

with C¢ is defined in Section 4.2, C*, CS are given in introduction and Section 4.3, C% and 5
are defined in Section 4.4 and C5 and ¢5 are defined in Section 4.6 and ¢; converges to some ¢;
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with respect to ||| = sup,cj 11 t°[p(t)| for every p > 0 and i = 1,2. Define K*° be the solution
to the following equation:

dK*" = (ALK +ui)dt  K9'(0) = 0.

For every € > 0 by a similar argument as the case for 4° we obtain solutions of equation (3.22):
More precisely, for each € € (0,1) there exists uj satisfying equation (3.22) respectively before

1/2=6g+z+k

T > 0 such that ug € C((0,7§); C*/*%) with respect to the norm supyeport™ 2 |[ua(t)]l1/2-5,
for 0 < 3k < 1/2 — z + 0y and satisfies
1/2— 6O+z+m

sup t 45 ()11 /2-5, = oo
t€[0,1]

Now by a similar argument as the case for 4° we can also consider the paracontrolled ansatz
fori=1,2,3,

ui'= -3 Z P Z Ire (U5 g™, K)o me (U5 + g, KO]) 4 s,
21 1 =1

with 4% (t) € C1/?*# for 3 as in Section 3.2 and t € (0, 7T5).
Then uf = u$ + u§ + u§ + ug solves (1.3) if and only if u=* solves the following equation:

3

uH () =P7(Y ] PUug™ — ui'(0)) — 3 / P Z P DS (ug™ o ug? + us™ (uz? 4+ ug?)
i1=1 i1,j=1

Fup? (ug™ 4 up™) + (e ug™) (ug? + ug?) s (s + ug™ up?) + oo (us™ ut)

+ 7r07<>(ui’ Lug? ) + 7r>(u3” + u4’J, ot 1) + 7T0<>(u3”, uy Zl) + oo (uy? ,ui Z1))ds

Ell

1t 3 - .
— —/ P Z P D5, (e (ug™ +uy™, us?) + mo(ug” + ui” u™))ds
0

i1 j—l

Z P Z Djlre(uf™ + 05", K*7) + me(ug? + ug?, K50))
11 1
3 ‘ ‘ ¢
=P PO — i (0) + / P ¢°¥ids + ¥,
i1=1 0
(3.23)
where F© represents the last two terms. A similar argument as the above proof and Lemmas 3.2
3.4 3.5 and 3.7 yield similar estimates as (3.6) (3.9) (3.10) and (3.11) (3.18) for ¢ € (0,1). Here
the only difference lies in the estimate of m(ug, u5). This is similar as the following (3.28) and
we omit it here. Moreover define 75 := inf{t : ||u®(t)||-. > L} and p5 := inf{t : C§,(¢t) > L},
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where for T > 0,

Cy(T) = = (ZH% 172572 + Z i o us? || 1aya + Z [ui" o uS? | 1 /2-a72

1,j=1 i,j=1

+ Z luz* o ug?l|-5 + Z 70,6 (u5", ui”)l|-s

3,j=1 1,7=1

3 3
+ Y Ime(PUDSKS us )5+ Y H?To,o(P“lD?KE’“,Ui’jl)H—a),
i7i17j7j1:1 i7i17j7j1:1
with
oo (P DSK=T up?t) i= mo (P DK™ uf?t) — C5 917
(P”l DEKE Ji1 ulm) =T (P“l DeKs ,i1 ulm) C~'§7i7jvj177:1

Y

where (5, C’§ are given in Section 4.6. In Section 4 we will prove that for ¢ WP jl =1,2,3 and
every § > 0 small enough, @' — u>" — 0in C([0,T):C"27%) and @' o 57 — Uy <>u1’] — 0 in
C([0,T];C719%), ' o uy? — ui’ o u3? — 0 in ([0, T]-c—1/2—5/2), ayt o uy? —uytouy? — 0
in C([0,T7;C79), moo (5", a7 ) =m0 (u5”, ui?) — 0in C([0,T]; C~°) and mo (P D, K& ﬂa’ﬂ)
7T07<>(Pii1D§K€’j,ui’j1) — 0, Moo ( P D K& 457 ) —n 0,0(PDSK=" 1) = 0in C([0, T];C~0),
as € — 0. By a similar argument as above we obtaln that for €€ (0 1)

d+z2+kKk
sup (w1 jns + 2 WS () |l5) S O(L, L), (3.24)
te[0,75 Apg, ]
and
24K ‘HZJ”‘ 5
sup (S () | 1jasy 2 JuS(8)]ls) S C(L, Ly). (3.25)

te[0,75 NPT, ]

3.3 Estimate for v — u° and the proof of Theorem 1.3
First by Lemmas 2.5, 3.3, 3.7, 3.8 for 2k < 0 one has that

3 3
sup Y [lus” — 5" s S ePCh + sup > [|uit 0w — uit o u? || g,
te[0,7T i1 te|o, T}” 1
3 3
sup Y [|uz” — a5"|l1os S EPCH + sup D fluit o uy? —uit o us? | 1jrspo
te[0,7] te[OT]” 1

and

IK=4 () = K= (O35 S €/ sup [[uf"(5)[|-1/2-572 + 17" sup [Ju5"(s) = a7 ()] -1/2-5/2- (3.26)

s€[0,t] s€[0,]
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Paracontrolled ansatz and Lemmas 2.2, 2.5, 2.6, 3.2, 3.7 and 3.8 also imply the following
estimate:

3
Jug" — 4y lj2—s-n S Z (lug™ +ug™ —ag™ — g™ {1 /25 SBPT] [ui? [l -1/2-6/2
Py telo,

+ e 25" + 5" 1j2-s0 sUp (857 )|12-52
te[0,T

+||lag"t + ﬂi’i1||1/2_50 sup [ui? — 7~_fi-’j’|—1/2—5/2) + [Justt — ﬂs’ﬁ’i’|1/2+5-

te[0,7
o i - (3.27)
To deal with [u" — 3" ||1/2—s,, we first consider ||¢=%% — ¢=#i|| _1_os5_o, and ||F* — F|1 /245

Estimate of ||¢=%" — ¢%%7||_1_g5_os

First we prove the following estimate.

Lemma 3.12 Let u € C%*! for « € R. Then for every 0 < 8y < 1,5 > 0 and a,b > 0 with
a+ b > 0 we have

lu(- + acny) = u(- = ben)lari-go—r S €™ [uflatr,
where for j = 1,2, 3, ; € R? and the j-th component equals to 1 and others are zero.

Proof By a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma 3.7 we have

IF=20277 ) F(u(- + aeny) — ul- — beny))llze < 2%l F 0277 ) Full 1o,

~Y

and
|F0(277) F(ul- + aeny) — u(- — ben;)) | o

SIFTO0@7 ) F(ul- + aen))lle + [ F 10277 ) F (u(- = beny)) |l 1o
SIF0277) Ful| .
Thus on T? for p large enough one has that
lu(-+aen;) —u(-—ben)llar1-go—x S lu-+acn;) —ul-=benj) || gari-s0 S e®llullpors < €™ lluflasa-
0
Now we prove the following estimate for ||¢=%" — ¢=%(|_1_o5_o.
Lemma 3.13 For 1/2 —3/2 — 6y — 7k/2 > 0 one has the following estimate:
175" — 67H| 1 _25-2s
SOCG, + (G + Ty + D)1+ (CF)* + (Ci)?) (L a1 y2ep + 5 1172-00 + [uill1/2-00)

g = aillaya-s0 (14 Gy + (Cip)?) + Il — a@slls(lluills + llaslls) + e/ asll3

+ Oy |lu? — ﬂ€’ﬁ||1/2+5>
(3.28)
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where

dCyy = sup ZHul — @' 1/2— 5/2—1—2 S o us? — a5 o a5 ||y iz
tef0,7] ‘=3 521

3
b3 o0 — a0 a7y + 3 I ou? — a5 o s

i,j=1 i,j=1
+ D Imoo(us’ ui?) = moo (@5 @ )l-s + Y IImoo (P DK™, ui”)
1,j=1 4,41,7,J1=1
' 3
_ 7T07<>(Pii1DjK€’j, a«im)H_& + Z ||7T (PmDsKe Ji1 ulm) — T (PmD NG T Jl)” 5)
1,51,5,j1=1

Proof First we consider mg,(u3’, u57) — mo.(a3’, @57): by the paracontrolled ansatz one has
fori,j =1,2,3,

(U4 vul’]) — Mooy, uy”)
3
= — 5 | o Z P (ug™ +ug™, D5 Ko u?) — moo( Y Plac(ug” +uy™, Dy K57) 79)}
- 11,71=1 11,71=1
- 3 3
_ 5 7TO,<>( Z P”17T<(u§’]l +ui,]1 Ds K& zl> J) _ 7TO,<>( Z P”17T<(H§’]1 +ﬂi’]1,D K& 11) ,]>:|
- 11,71=1 11,51=1
- 3 3
1 . . )
“ 5| 3 R  , K ) — Y PO DA ), R, 0
-11,J1=1 11,51=1
L[ ° i1 € J1 €,j1 £,i1 €,j & Qi1 —&,J1 —E,J1 €,i1 J
-5 > mo(Pha (D5 (ug” 4+ ug), KoM up?) — Y mo(Piaa(Dy, (a5t + agh), K5, a5Y)
“i1,51=1 11,51=1

+ (mo(u™, ui?) — mo(a™H, ay7) + v + 5.

(3.29)
Here
1< '
f= =g D mP (D5 (0" ), K+ asy) = K ) i)
11,J1=1
13
2 mo(PU (e ((u5™ +ug™) (- = bemy,) — (us™ +ug™), D5, Ko7), u5”))
11,51=1
=L+ Lo
and

3
v =—3 > (mo(P (we (D5, (ug™ + ug?), Ko (- + aeny,) — K9 (), us?)
i1,j1=1

(PP (mo(u5” + wi)(- = bemy,) — (57 + ™), DS, K50), ui)).

31



For ] we have

ILalle S Y Masll-je-syll D5, (u5™ + 3™ -1jomso—sll (- + agty,) = K5 () hissoronssse

i1
S Nl a—sp2llug + ugll -0 153725,

(3.30)
where fy = (1/2 —30/2 — 6y — 3K),1/2 —36/2 — §y > 3k > 0 and we used Lemma 3.12 in the
last inequality. Moreover

HLzH 5

< EEZ o Pmo (w5 +u5™) (- — bemy,) — (u5™ +u3™), DS, K91, i)

i1,J1=1

= mo(me ((uz™ +ui™) (- = beny,) — (u5™ +ui™), P D5 K1), up?) |

+ [|mo(me ((us™ +ui™) (- = beny,) — (u5™ +ug™), P D5 K59), ui?)

— (5" + ) bemy) — (4™ + 45 mo(PD5 KE )

(5™ +uf™) (= bemy) = (ug™ +ui™))moo (P D5 K57 ui?) | - (3.31)
+||( 37— bemy,) = (5" Ui llsssa4ax C5 (1))

S Z [1(ug +ug) (- = beny,) — (u5 + ud)llss 242 (1 D5, K= 1j2-5-x 5] -1/2-5/2

11,j1=1

+ | moe (P D5 K9 ud )| 5+ C)

3
Selug + ugllja—so (1K ls2—sllufl1j2—s2 + D [1m00(P D5 K= ui?)|| s + C),
i1,J1=1

where we used Lemmas 2.3, 2.4 in the second inequality and Lemma 3.12 in the last inequality.
The estimate for )5 can be obtained similarly.

The desired estimate for the third term, the forth term and the fifth term on the right hand
side of (3.29) are easily obtained by Lemmas 2.2 3.7 3.8 and (3.26). We only need to consider
the first term in the right hand side of (3.29) and the desired estimates for the second term

follows similarly:
7T070(Pii17'r< (ug,h + uzzl Da KE’]l) J) _ 7T0<>(P“.17T<(7E’i1 + aizl D K87]1) J)
=mo (P o (ug™ 4 u5™, D5 K*7Y),u N — mo(me (uy™ + ui™, P DS K94, u =7y
— (mo(Pme (5™ 4 a5, Dy, K9), uf?) — mo(me (u™ + ag™, P Dy, K57, a5Y))
+ 7T0(7T<(u3’ oy ui” P”lD6 le) ’J) (ug Sty ui”) (P“1D€ le J)
- (7ro(7T< (a5™ +ay", P D, Ko, a457) — (a5™ + a3 )mo(P™ Dy, K& u57))
+ (uz" +ui")m o,O(P“lD;Kf’ﬁ,ulﬂ) — (@™ + 0™ moo (P D; K5 057,
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Lemmas 3.7, 3.8 and Lemmas 2.3, 2.4 imply for § < dy < 1/2 — 30/2 — k that

00 (P e (ug™ 4 ug™, D5, K1), ui?) — moo (P ac (5™ + ay™, Dy, K9), 457)| -
Slus™ 4+ ug™ — (5™ + 5™ 1/2-60 | K7 |32 |57 | -12-6/2

5™ + a3 121437 | -12-5/2(e K/2||K€”1H3/2 5+ [[K5 = K97 |3/5-5)

+ a5 + 4" oo K7 |l j2-sl|us? — 57 || 1 /2372

+ fJus™ + ug™ 1o 50||7r070(P“1D5 K ui?) — moo(P™ Dy K9, 057) | -

+[ug™ +uy™ —ag" — ay" hans 1m0 (P Dy K9 a57) || s,

(3.32)
Hence by (3.26) (3.30-3.32) we obtain for i, j = 1,2, 3, that

70,6 (ui", ui?) = moo(ay", a5?) -5
3

SO0 (g™ +ug™ = (@5 + ) je—s sup ui? |—ya—sellus? ] —12-s/2
=1 te[0,T

+ 5™ + a3 1j2-sollui? | -1j2-5/2(™* sup w57 | a2 + sup ui” — a5 | 1272
te[0,T] t€[0,7]

15" + a5 jese sup 1G5 -apamspallus? = @57 || 1jasy
te[0,7

+ Jlug™ +UZ7”II1/2 50||7To7<>(P“1DE K& u?) — oo (P Dy, K574 u57)|| s
"+ 0 = G5 = G ooy 0P Dy RO 59 |
+ 1 + 0 o ||7T0,<>(P”1D€ K ) = moo (PP D3 K ) -4
N i NN ST
+ [JusHt — @b ||1/2+g||u1]|| v2-sy2 T 11T 124 6llus? — @57 || —1j2-5s2
+ P ([Jus™ + uf™ [[1j2—s0 157 || 21 j2=5/2 |l K= |3/2—5 + [[T0,0 (P D5, K= us?) || sl [ug” + ug™ |12,
+ |70 (P D5 K ug?) || sl|ug™ + ug™ [l1j2-s0 + Cllus™ + ug™ l1/2-6)]
SOCiy +e*2(Cy + Gy + DI+ (Ciy ) + (Ci) (U + (15l + 187|145 + lludllzs,)
s — 53—, [(C5)? + Gl + ™ — @]y 5 Cip
(3.33)
Here we also used Lemma 2.2 to obtain the estimates for the third and‘the fourth terms on the
right hand side of (3.29). Now we turn to the term - (u5™ + u5™, uj’) — s (a5" + a3", a@57)
for i1,7 = 1,2,3: Lemma 3.2 yields the following estimate

7> (u “1+UZ“ uy )—7T>(U§,Z1 +ag™, w77 || e
S(us™ - 1||1/2 st ||U4 — iy 1||1/2 sr)|ud? |- 1/2-6/2 + |5 + U1 j2—s—xllul — Uil —1/2-6/2
,S(IIU?»,”'1 5" |l1/2-5 + Z (fJug™ +ui™ — 45" — 07|l j2-6 sup [Jus”"||-1/2-52
io j1=1 te[0,7
15" + 0y |1j2-s, sup [[us? — @57 || 1jemsgz + €205 4 U3 |1j2-5, SUD (U5 Z1/2-6/2)
t€[0,7)] t€[0,T]
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+ [Jushi — g 1||1/2+/3) a7 21 jomsye + 1857 + 5" [[1j2—5-n SEJP} [us? — a7 || 1 jamsyo
te[0,T

SOCy +e*2(Cy + Ci)l(1+ (C)? + (C3)*) (1 + N[l g, + 18715 + lludlli_s,)
+[|ug = aglls_g, (Ci)? + [lu™ — @ 15 Ciy,
(3.34)

where in the last inequality we used (3.4) and (3.27). Combining (3.33), (3.34), (3.5) and (3.23)
we deduce that for 5y > §

l6=57 — 67| 1 -25-2s
3
5 Z {||uaz1<>u2,]1 E“<>u Jl“ s+ Huazl —611”_ ]|u3’]1+u4’h]|1/2 5
i1,J1,=1
+ (185" s + g™ +ug™ lls + 5™ + @3 ) [lus” +ui? — (@5 +a37)|ls

o () — o (@5, @) }

+ e/ Z {Ilua“ouz’]lll 5+ Imoo(as™, ai ™) |-s + 16" | -slla5™ + i’ ll1ja-s + lla5 + 513

i1,j1=1

+ a5 2|05 | 1 j2-s/2 + Z 5™ + 5™ (11250 1857 | -12-5/2C
J2=1

+ Z 5™ + 5™ [l oo |06 (P Dy K57, w77) | -5

Jyio=1

3

+ 3+ a5 1ya-so |0 o (P2 Dy K& a3 s + |85 1o sll BT || -1 /057
jria=1

+[0CT + (0 + Cy + DI+ (Cip)* + (Cip)*) (L + N[l g, + 175115 + Nl —s,)
+{lug = aglhyo-5[(Ch)* + O] + [0 — 0|1, 5Oy

S(ECH + e (Ciy + Gy + D)L+ (C3)* + (G )) (L + @11 016 + 151250 + Nuill12-5)
+ Jlug = @il (1 + Oy + (Ci)?) + Il — aills(luills + [[a5lls) + */[lag 3
+ Oy [u® — @ |1 245,

where we used =—0—09>0. OJ

Estimate of F* — F*©
Now we consider F¢ — F=:

||Fa — F¥|l1245

Z I / P P D5 me(uz™ (s) +ui™ (s) — (u5™ () + ug™ (1), up” (s))ds

i1,J1=1

/ PP Djy (5™ (s) +ay™ (s) — (@5 () + a3y (t)), @77 (s))dsl |1 /246
0
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4 Z || / PP DS o (5™ () + ™ (1), S ())ds

i1,J1=1

t
_ / P PP D, o (5 (1) + T (), 757 (5))ds
0

t t
— P”lelm(ug“ +uy™, / P: w7 ds) + P Dy o (ay™ + ayt, / P_gui7'ds)||1 /245
0 0

+ Z II/ PE P D5 me(ug” (s) + ug” (s) — (w57 () + ui” (), ui™ (s))ds

11,j1=1

t
- / Prea PP D, (157 () 4 167 (5) = (657 (8) + 57 (1)), 5 (5)) s 205
0

- Z [ / P P DS m (w57 (1) + w5 (), 05 (5))ds

11,j1=1

t
/ P P Dy (657 () + @57 (1), 75 () ds
0

t t
- PRDSm (s 4 i, [ PE i)+ PRDyme (s ai, [ Pt ds) s
0 0
=1+ Ir+ I3+ 1.

It is sufficient to estimate I, I, and the desired estimate for I3 and I, can be obtained similarly.

Since by the assumption on h we know that suppFuj C {€ : || < Lo/2¢}, which by Lemmas
3.5-3.8 deduce that for % > [+ g + 0o+ K

1 60+5+n+§

I St (Jhus§ + g — @5 — @3 ll12-80 Ci + ™15 + w1125, O + 1185 + 5 11/2-5,0Cy )

(3.35)
For I one has the following estimate

I S /Ot 2t — s) T s () ool (£) + ui(8) — u§(s) — ui(s)|ljeds + /Ot(t R
[uf ()] =1/2-s/2M|u5(t) + ui(t) — u3(s) —ui(s) — (us(t) + ui(t) — u5(s) — ui(s))[w/2ds
t
+ /0 (t—5) T S (s) — T ()| 1 jasp2|T5 () + W) — () — T5(5) | wads.
Moreover Lemmas 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 imply that for ¢t > s >0
Juz(t) + ui(t) — us(s) — ui(s)llx/2
SIP? = PP = i Ol + 1| [ (P, = PG 0o+ | / (1)

S(t _ S)bo —(z+2K42bo) /2||u ui(O)H—z + (t . S)b/2/ (S . ,r)—(3/2+6/2+2n+b /2||GE(T’)||_3/2_5/2_H/2dT’
0

P / | PE, G=(r) | 37 dr) '
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§(t o S)bos (z+2K+2bo) /2Hu Ui(O)H—z + (t . 8)6/2/ (8 . 7”)_(3/2+5/2+2K+b)/2||G€(7‘)||_3/2_5/2_H/2d7‘
0

3/243/2+2k

t 1
=9 ([ (=) TG 0]y

and

[z (t) + ui(t) — uz(s) — uils) — (uaz(t) + ui(t) — uz(s) — wy(s))llxs2
SIPE = PS = (P = Po)(Pug — ui(0) |2 + | (B = Po)(Pug — ui(0) = Pug + a3(0)) /2

+ / (P = PLIG ) = (Py = )G 0drls 41| [ (PEG0) = PG
— )R 2) (e8I — S 0) s+ (= (PG — wE(0) = P+ 550D
+ / (P = PLIG 1) = (Pey = PG 0drln + 1| [ (PELG0) = PG
St — )~ — (0] + 1§ — o — w5 (0) + TEO)]-)
+it- s>b/2 [ =y O PG o aaga + 1G5 = G0 -
b= PG~ e GRO  ary
St = s O+ s — o — 5 0) + O]

+ (t - S)b/2/ (S _ 7a)—(3/2—i-6/2—i-2n—i-b)/2 (EH/2||G€(7“)||_3/2_5/2_,.@/2 + ||G€(7“) o C_T'a(r)||_3/2_5/2_,£)dr
0

3/2+46/2+2k

t 1
+(t— )" ( / (t = r) 20T (2] GE(r) s /2-5/2-ns2 + 1GE(r) = G ()| —j2-g/2-) TP )",

where §/24 +2k <20y <2—2—2K,6/24+ +2k <b<1/2—-2k—6/2, 3(6/2+ B +2k) <
by <[1—(6+2+2K)]A3(1/2—0/2— 2k) and

3
5 i1 e, €501 N £,01 £, £,i1 N £, £,01 £,01 N
G* = E PUDsur" o uy” +uy™ oup? +uf™ o (ug? +ug?) + (ug™ +ui™) o uj
i1,7=1

g ouy? g (ug i) g’ (U ") + (s 4 up") (w4 )]
Thus we obtain that

t
I S(°Cqy + 6C%)) [ / (# — )7 T b0 = (242002 (S — 42 (0)]| . + [[ug — 75 (0)]] )
0

t S
w [ (s [ R (G2 1)y
0 0

_ t " t 3/245/242x
+||G€<r>||_3/2_5/2_ﬁ/2>drds+ / (t— )" / (t — )~ B (Ge ()
0 s

3/248/2+k/2

UG ) 5
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P (2202 g e — 5 (0) — (ug — 15 (0))]]

- C;V(/Ot(t —s5)7
i /t(t _ S)—1—W#+b/2 /5(8 )/ 24 26D)/2 ) G () GE(T)H_?)/Q_J/%EdeT
0 0
b [ [ ) - O )
S0+ 605 | [ (6= )1 s 0+ o~ 35(0)] -

t 1
+ / (t — T)—g—‘”BT“” / (1- l)—1—W+b/2l—(3/2+5/2+2n+b)/2dl
0 0

(NG ()| —sj2—s/2—r 2 + IGZ (1) | —3/2—5/2—rj2)dr
+(/ (t—s)_1 mwmubld bl / / (t—s) -1 6/2+B+2~+b1(t—7“)_3/3:16’/1’23%(||GE( )ngl;lz §/2—k/2

IO gl

P b (2202 g e — 5 (0) — (ug — 15 (0))]]

o[-0

t 1
+ / (t . 7,)—%——”’32*4"‘ / (1 . Z)—1—75/2+§+2“+b/2l—(3/2+5/2+2n+b)/2dlHG&(T) . GE(T’)||_3/2_5/2_5d7”
0 0

t t
R R L A A e
0 0 0

IG=(r) = G=(r )lllg”z 5/2-ndsdr) ™).
/2-3/

(3.36)
Hence (3.35) and (3.36) yield that
1F=(t) = F=(®)ll1/2+5

1 SotB+rtd

St (s g — @5 — @laya-s, Ciy + (€2 Chy + 60 1@ + il 2-s0]

/2+6+

+ (20 + 6C) {t‘ (Il — w5 (0)]|-< + uo — w5 (0)]]-2)

t
_3_StBrin e
+/0 (t—r) 1 (G5 (r )||—3/2—6/2—n/2 + |G (7’)||—3/2—6/2—n/2)d7“

¢ 3/2+6/242 i . b
+(/0 (t—r) 20 ([|G(r )H 3/2 s5/2—rj2 T |G=(r )H 3/2 5/2— H/z)dr) '

3 5+6+4N

t
Ve ) PATR € —e 5 5 € 6
+t 2 ug — ui(0) — (uo_ul(O»H—ZCW_'_CW/O (t—r)"3 1G*(r) = G (1)l -3/2-6/2—ndlr

t 8/248/242 e
—l—(/o (t —r)" 2GR (r) — G5(r )ngl}lz §/2—k dr)! blOWa
(3.37)
and by a similar argument as (3.6), (3.28) we deduce that

Gl 37257272 S (14 (Cip)*) (1 + 612 + il 2—60) + 3,
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and
IG*(r) = G=(r)l|-3/2-5/2-x

S(ECqy + (O + Gy + D)L+ (Ciy)* + (Ci)) (L + |75 |12 + @5 125 + il j2-50)
+ g — @il oo (1 + Oy + (Cip)?) + Nl — aills(luills + llaglls) + /213
+ Cipllu™ — @1 j245.

A similar argument as (3.37) deduce that

1F=(t) — F=(t)lls
SR ([lug (1) + u5() — 5(1) — (1) 1sChr + (£¥/2Cs, + 9C5)|a5(t) + a5(1)]ls)

+ (e K/2CW+5CW)|: 85 (fuf — wi(0)]] - + luo — T5(0)] )

t
_ 14204k e =
+/ (t—r)" 2 (1G*(r)||-3/2-6/2-r2 + |G"(7)|| -3/2-5/2-r/2)dr
0

t
1 26 2K —
+( / (t—r) " (|GEF)]| —sj2—s/a—nj2 + GE (1) || —s/2—5/2—n2)dr)

1+26+n

t
R o R T O e O R [

t
T / (t— 1) G5 (r) — G ()| aas ol

(3.38)
where the only difference is that we use |lus(t) + wa(t) — us(s) — ua(s)||-1/2+435/24x to control
177 = F=s.

Estimate of uj" — uy"

By paracontrolled ansatz and Lemma 3.2 we get that

i = @520 S Z ™+ ™ = a5 = @y s Civ

i1,7=1
+ 15"+ a3y lyams 1K = K*|[3/0-s
+ e 25"+ a5 2o K laj2-5) + U = @1 s,

which by (3.26) shows that for ¢ small enough (only depending on Cf,)

i — @51 j2-50 SICT (Chyr + iy + @11 /2-5) + 2O (T + |11 /2-50)

vorw (3.39)
+ P — T,

Similarly, one has for ¢ small enough (only depending on Cf)

i = @3'lls SSCw (Chy + Gy + IIils) + /2 C (G + IlTills) + [Ju™® = a*|5.  (3.40)
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Then by (3.20), (3.21), (3.24) (3.25), (3.28) and (3.37) we get that for 6 + 2z + k < 1, t small
enough and ¢t < 7, A 77 A pg, App, with L, Ly, Ly, L3 >0

t5+z+“||u€’ﬁ(t) — ﬂavﬁ(t)||1/2+ﬁ
S(EM2(Chy +1) + 0C5, ) ([ Pug — uS (0)]| - + [|Pug — 5(0)]|--)

+ (G + D[ Pug — ui(0) = (Puo — u5(0))]|

t
+ t5+z+n/ (t . S)—3/4—5—6/2—3/4/28—(5—1—,2-1-/4)S5+z+n(€n/2Hgbe,ﬁH_l_%_zﬁ + ||¢e,jj . ¢€7ﬁ||—1—26—2n)d3
0

1 SotB+std

Ot g — e, + (€O + Gy +1) + 0C3)C(Chyr, Gy, 151, ol -2)

t
Wollc e / (t—r) i
0

+B+4n
(lug — will1/2-s0 + [Jug — wills(lluills + [[dlls)

3/2+5/2+2

t
08 = 5 ass)ir + C(Cir Ci) [ (6= 1) F 64 (0) = G| g r)
(Lo + 1) + 805 ) — w5 (0) |-+ llwg — T (0)|2) + (Lo + 1)t — 5 (0) — (ug — w5 ()]

t
+ t5+z+nC(L2’ Lg) / (t _ S)—3/4—5—6/2—314/28—(5+z+n)85+z+n(Hus,ﬁ _ ﬂe’ﬁ||1/2+ﬁ
0

+ u = a5 (s + (|3 ]5))ds

1 0+B+ +§

+ Lot1™ TRl uSt — @28 gy g 4+ (63 (Lo + Ly + 1) + 6C5,)C(L, Ly, Ly, L3)
t
+ 7RO (Ly, L) / (b= )3T (s = 051y + [0 — @55 + |5 5))dr
0

3/2+6/2+2k

t
+ 17RO (Ly, Ly) ( / (t =) 20500 [[[u™ = @1 245
0

-
st = (e + 7)) ),

(3.41)
where we used the condition on 5 to deduce —3/4 — 3§ — /2 —3k/2 > —1, % <0+ zand
d0+2z+K— W# — 2k > 0. Hence for Ty small enough and Ty < 71, A 77, A p7, A pg, there
exists some 6 > 0 such that

sup T [uSH () — aSH(t)]1 /248
te[0,T1]

S (Ly + 1) + 6C5) ([lug — u5 (0)]|—= + [lug — a5 (0)]|--)
+ (L2 + 1)||U8 — ﬂi(O) - (UQ — ﬂi(O))H_Z + (EH/2(L2 + L3 + 1) + (SCIF;V)C(L, Ll, Lg, Lg)

otk _ S+z+kK _
+TPC(L, Ly, Ly, L3)( sup ¢ |juf — ue’ﬁHl/ngg + sup t |us? — a=%|5),
t€[0,T4] t€[0,T1]

(3.42)
By a similar argument as (3.42) (3.16) and using (3.28) (3.38)-(3.40) we also obtain that for
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0<br<1l—2—40

Jup £ us () — a8 |

S (Ly + 1) + 005 ) (lug — w5 (0)]| - + [Juo — @5 (0)]|--)
4 (Ly + D)||Pug — s (0) — (Pug — @ (0))]| s + (%/2(Ly + Ly + 1) + 6C5,)C(L, Ly, Lo, L)
+TPC(L, Ly, Ly, Ls)( sup 775 |[ust — 0¥y gy 5 + sup ¢ 2 [[uf — a=t5).

te[0,T1] te[0,T1]
(3.43)
Combining (3.42,3.43) we deduce that for T} small enough and Ty < 71 A7, A p7, A Py,

sup ( =@ ijzp + T U () — @ (H)l5)
t€[0,71] (3.44)

(Lo + D)|lug — ol - + (€"/2(Ly 4 Ls 4+ 1) + 6C%5,)C(L, Ly, Ly, Ls),
which by (3.28) (3.39), (3.40) implies that

sup t5+z+l€||¢€,ﬁ o Qge’ﬁH—l—%—Z‘@
te[0,11] (3.45)
<C(L, Ly, Ly, L) |Jug — ug||—» + (£"/*(Ly + Ls + 1) + 6C5,)C(L, Ly, Ly, Ls).

Moreover by paracontrolled ansatz and Lemmas 3.7, 3.8 one also has that

6+z+n

t5+z+n’|ueﬁ

3
g (t) — @i @)l £ Y @ lu™ +ui™ — a5 — @y | -.Cfy
i,j=1
I+ a5 — Ko aag
+e Py it K5 s ems) + utt = aH
which combining with Lemmas 2.6, 3.2, 3.3, (3.17), (3.25), (3.44), (3.45) implies that for 7}
small enough, Ty < 7, A5, A p7, Apg, and t € [0,T1]
a3 (8) — a5 ()l|-= S(6Cy +e)C(L, Ly, Ly, Ls) + [[u™5(t) — a5 (t)]| -
<(6C%, + ") C(L, Ly, Ly, Lg) + 2| Pu§ — u5(0)]| .
+ [|Pug — ui(0) = (Puo — u5(0))] -

t
+ / (t — )~ EEEE 0 an) B2 (/2| G2 (5) |y _os_on
0
+[[07F = 07| 1_a5-2s)ds + | FT = F7| -
S(OC5 + /2 + Jug — uoll--)C(L, Ly, Ly, Ls) + Lot~ |[ug" (t) — 5" (£)]| .

Here in the last inequality we used

1F=(t) = F=(t)]|-

t 3/246/2—2+k n z
S(e? + 6C5) (C(Ciy) / (t—s)™" 7 s TE ds sl[lopt]s S s+ udlls + 67 ug + ug ] -.Cf)
se
t
+C(Ciy. Ciy) / (t—s) s s sup sTE ||+ uf — (a5 + @)1
0 s€[0,t]

7 g+ — (35 + )2 Cy).
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Hence we obtain that for T small enough and Ty < 7, A 77 A pZ, A pPE,

sup [[ui’(t) — @i ()| S(0Ck + &/ + |[u§ — uol| ) C(L, L, La, Ls).

tE[O,Tﬂ

We can extend the time to 7, A 77, A p7, A p7, as we did in Subsection 3.2. By a similar
argument as (3.19) and results in Section 4 we get that 6C5, —' 0 as € — 0. Since

sup [|a(t) —u(t)]|-- =0,

te[O,TLApELB]
we obtain that if ||u§ — ug||—. — 0,

sup lus(t) = u(®)]-- =70, e—0

tE[O,TL/\Til /\pi2/\f)ig]
Proof of Theorem 1.3 1t is sufficient to show that for every ¢ >0, L >0

lim P( sup ||[u® —ul|_, >¢€) =0.

20 ielom)
We have the following estimates:

P( sup |[u® —ull-. >¢)
tE[OJ'L}

SP( sup |u® —ul|—. > €) + P(tp A pg, A pr, > 71,) + P(1L > p1,) + P11 > pZ,)-

te[0, T ATS /\pLQ/\pLS]
The first term goes to zero by above proof. Also for L1 > L + ¢

PlroApi, Ap, >15) SP( sp [t —uf. > o),

te[0,7r, /\'rz1 /\pEL2 /\ﬁig}

which goes to zero by above proof. The last two terms go to zero uniformly over € € (0, 1) as
Lo, L3 go to co. Thus the result follows. O

4 Convergence of renormalisation terms

In the following we use notation X, X to represent u;,#,; in the calculation respectively and
P 3 . .
f(k) = (2m)72 [, f(z)e™*dx for k € Z*. To simplify the arguments below, we assume that

W (0) = 0 and restrict ourselves to the flow of Jps u(z)dz = 0. Then

Xo' = / ZP”le HodWi = > X (k)ey

i1=1 keZ3\ {0}

is a centered Gaussian process with covariance function given by

-€,1 € _|k‘ J(ek)lt- S|h'( k) i Nji
PR 0] = Leea 3 M iy

i1=1
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and X,;(0) = 0, where e;(z) = (27)32e* z € T? and P (k) = 6, — % for k € Z*\{0}.

Moreover, X" = ffoo Zi:l PP HAW™ = 3, o 0 X" (k)ey is a centered Gaussian
process with covariance function given by

Zei QE]' , ‘k| [t— S‘h(gk) i S i
E[X7 (k) XS (K)] = 1k+k’:02 o P (k) Pi (k),
i1=1
and )%t(O) = 0. We also have for t <'s
=X e WP ek i pji
E[X (]f)XEJ = lpqp OZ k[2(f(ck (+1>)P k)P (),

and for ¢t > s

e—IIfP(t—s)f(ak)h(gk)2
|k[>(f(ek) +1)

E[X{ ()X (K)] = Terwmo D

i1=1

P (k)P (k).

In this section we Will prove that for i,iy, 4,70 = 1,2,3, u5" — @7" — 0 in C([0,T];C~ 1/2 5/2)
ul o uil — ul <>u1 — 0 in C([0,T};:C717%), ui' o uy” — a0 uy? — 0 in C([0,77;C 9,
uy' ouy’ —ay' oy’ — 0in C([0, T);C70), Too(us", u”) —7r0<>(123 ,a57) — 0 in C([0, T] -9),
o0 (P DEKST u57?) —mo o (P D; K9, 1572) — 0in C([0, T;C~%) and moo (P DK  uf??) —
Too( P D K&0 477%) — 0 in C([0,T];C7?), as € — 0.

Now we introduce the following notations: ki , = Z?:l k;. To obtain the results we first
recall the following two lemmas from [ZZ14] for our later use:

Lemma 4.1 ([Z2Z14, Lemma 3.10]) Let 0 < I,m < d,l 4+ m — d > 0. Then we have

> S T
|k‘1|l|k‘2|m ~ |k|l+m—d

k1 ,kg EZd\{O},kl +ko=k

Lemma 4.2 ([Z2Z14, Lemma 3.11]) For any 0 <n < 1, 4,7,l = 1,2,3 we have
\e“klﬂz(t_s)kﬁpﬂ(ku) _ €—|k2\2(t—s)k;]§jz(k2)| < |k ||t — 8‘—(1—77)/2

AL i
Here PV (x) = 0; — %55~

By a similar argument as the proof of Lemma 4.2 we have the following result.

Lemma 4.3 Forany 0 <n <1,1,j5,01=1,2,3 we have for |ekl,| < 3L, |eki| < 3Lg
le —|k12?(t—s)f (5k12)k (5k§2)pyl(/€12) _ R (t=5)f(eka) ]{Zlg(éfkl)P]l(kg)‘ < k||t — S| (1-m)/

Here P (zx) = 6;; — 2@l

|=[?
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4.1 Convergence for uj — uj

In this subsection we consider the convergence of uj — uj.
For t; < ty we have

E|A[(ui"(t2) — 07" (82)) — (ui"(tr) — a7 ()]

<3 (k) h(eky| 4 e WESERIa—tl 9o rERlLtl
S € — — +
p k2 f(ek)  [kIP(f(ek) + 1) k|2 f (k) |k[2(f(ek) +1)
N 1 . 2€—|’f\2|t2—t1\ e—\k|2\tz—t1| (4.1)
k> [kIP(f(ek) + 1) k|2
kN2 k|Pty — t]7
<Z@ 29k )h ( |‘k|‘2 A k| ‘|;|2 1] )< 8772q(277+1)|152 _ t1|"/2.

Here n > 0 is small enough and in the second inequality we used |f(ek) — 1| < e|kl, for
lek'| < Lo, i = 1,2,3, and |f(£)| > ¢; > 0. Then by Gaussian hypercontractivity we have for

p > 1 that ' ' ' '
ENJA[(ur"(t2) = u3*(t2)) — (ui*(t) — a7 (0))]|I7
S /w E(|A[(u3"(t2) — 7" (t2)) — (ui"(h) — a7 (t))] () [*)P2dae
<6p17/22q(277+1)p/2‘t2 _ t1|77p/4’
which implies that for e small enough

Ell(ui" (t2) = @ (t2)) = (3" (0) = @ ()1} yae-]

55p77/2|t2 _ t1|n:n/4’

Then by Lemma 2.1 we obtain that for every 6 > 0,p > 1, u}"—a;" — 0in LP(Q; C([0, T]; C~1/270/2))
as € — 0.

4.2 Convergence for v o u]’ — @] o u;”

In this subsection we consider the convergence of uj"ouj”. Recall that uj’oui’ = uiuj? — 5"
and 7" o @57 = u'as’ — CoY.
Take

hek)? &
€4 _ -3 D1 Dji1

and

Z pm pﬂl

i1=1

G5 = Z 3 W
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For t1 < to

E|A[(ui" 0 U?j (t2) = uy" 0 @17 () — (uy" o ui” (1) — ay" o @y (1))

1 4
S22 O ek ek S e R o) TRk (k) 1)
6—(\k1|2f(€’f1)+\k2|2f(€’f2))(t2—t1) 9o~ (k1|*+[k2|?) (t2—t1) 1
T kPP k) fek) kPR k) + D(F (k) + 1) 2l PlRaP?
9~ (k| f(ek1)+k2| f (ek2)) (t2—t1) e~ (kP +[k2[?)(t2—t1)
TR RO FER))A T+ FER)) 2l Pl
([ + |Ko ty — 1) (k1 [*" 4 |Ko| ™

ST X e[S |\kl\ T L

2n k |217
- 1) Y 02 apye a7+ Ko
<Ef t2 tl H |k‘1| |k‘2|2
k  kio=k

<&ty — tl)n/22(2n+2)q‘

Here 1 > 0 is small enough and in the last inequality we used Lemma 4.1. Then by Gaussian
hypercontractivity and Lemma 2.1 we obtain that for every § > 0,p > 1, ui"ouj’ —ay"ou;’ — 0
in Lr(0; C(0, T);C--5)).

4.3 Convergence for uj o u5 — uj ¢ u5

In this subsection we focus on ufu5 and prove that uj* ous’ — " oy’ — 0in C([0, T];C~1/279)
for i,j = 1,2,3. Recall that for i,7 = 1,2, 3,

0u2 :uijugz_i_zueu Cszzly )_'_éve,i,il,j(t>>’

i1=1

and

—£,] —€,i
<>u2 = U;" Uy .

Now we have the following identity: for t € [0,77], 4,5 =1,2,3

ﬂ‘i“@ (t) —uiuy(t)

U e P R i g () - X2 (hy) K2 () X7 (k) = dsP™ (o)

i1,92=1 keZ3\{0} k123=k

t A A L Pii
_ / e POk« X5 (k) X5 () X7 () = dsP™ (Ri) | e
0

3 t —F (ko) kol (t=3) Jy (o e )2
- —s W2\ iz Ve, € €
> X [/ R e T |2f(5k§ s
i1,i2,i3=1 ky kocz3\{0} -0 2 2
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t oA kol *(t=5) py (e e
‘Aewm%ﬂmaﬁ“%fz ﬂbpgﬂd}pﬂhﬁpm%ﬂWkak

_f(sk1)|k1\2(t—s)h(5k1)2

3 ¢
—f(€k12)|k12|2(t s klg klg Xe ,12 k dS
Z Z [/0 € g(e 12) 12 (K2) 21k 2 (ckr)

i1,d2,i3=1 k1,ko€Z3\{0}

t oA — k1] ( Sthiek Ny ~L AL

_/ €_|k12‘2(t_5)2k’§22X?22(/{,‘2)e 2|k |2(5 1) ds :|Pul(k,m)lezg(kl)P]zg(kl)ekz
0 1

=1} + I} + I}

Term in the first chaos: First we consider I? — Zf’l L X7 C= () and we have

3
Z XE Ji1 i ] [2 + [2 Z XE 1105 Jiyi1 ] + Z Xf,hc_va,i,il,j (t),

i1=1 i1=1 i1=1

where

3 oIkl (t=3) f(cks)

t
Xe,h k —|k12|2(t—5)f(8k12)ki2 kiz hick 2d
Z Z |: t (l)eIﬂ/ € 129(&j 12) 2‘]€2|2f(€]{32) (5 2) S

i1,i2,i3=1 ky,k2 €73\ {0} 0

e ‘k2| (t S)

S . t A . A . A ..
= Kb, [ o ek | P ) P () P ),

and as introduction

— h(€k2) . AL ~
€,1,11 j 2\k2| (t—s) f(ek2) kzz kzz Pul ko) P28 (ko) P53 (ko) d
ce ( 2 >2V€2|2f(€]{32) ( 2) ( 2) ( 2) S

i2,i3=1 szZ3\{O}

—2|k2|?(t—s) f(ck2 i i h(€k2>
a+b Z Z / [kl (t=s)/ (ek2) )(cos(ack?) — cos(beks ))|k2\ ZF(chy)

12,i3=1 ko€Z3\ {0}
P“’l(k; )P”ZS(kQ)PJZS(kg)d

Z D (1= e MRPHER)) (cos(caky) — cos(bki))

12,83=1 ko €Z3\{0}

piil(k )ng(k )sza(k2)

h(€k2)2

A(a + b 2|ks |1 f(ek2)?

(2m) — cos(bx™ h(z)” i1 ini3 ji3
%w+bZ}@wwx> (0 L P 1) P )P

as ¢ — 0, and

_ hicks)? A
Ca,z,zl J 271' Z Z / —2|k2|2(t—s) kw ﬂpzn(k )Pz223(k2>P]23(k2>d8 =0.

2 2
i2,i3=1 koeZ3\{0} 4‘]{;2‘
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By a straightforward calculation we obtain that for n > € > 0 small enough
EllA, (f2 — )]
A . A~ . 2
> A 5Btk (a1 = a1 ¢ ) )~ X )t |
i1,%2,i3=1
{ Z ZH (279 )en, @ "2 (E— 8) (X5 (ky) = X7 (ky) = X0% (k) + X" (kr))ds
—&f k2|2 (t—s)—Cf |ka| 2 (t—s)

11,02,i3=1 0
1 e 2
- /2 /2 /2 B /2
NZQ k) Lkl‘g_m(/o kZa" (|k12|™= + [ka|" %) |12 e (t —s)" ds)
2
€ t e k12| (t—s)—[ka|?(t—s) y 2
+ |k:1|2—277</0 Z|k12| Tl (t—s)" ds) ]
ko

<gnp(n—€)/29a(1+2n)

<E[

2]

Here

e~ lka2|?(t—s)f(ck2) h(€k2)2
|ka|? f (ek2)

Qi B — ) = D e el R g ey PP (kag) P25 (k) P75 (k)

€ivini _ ekl o y oy .
GG (e —s) = Y ey T i ) s 1) P ),

ko

and in the second inequality we used that for n > 0 small enough

e Pt a0 ¢S (L (1) f (ehiz) L 1o 27) § €20 g 2,
(4.2)

and '
l9(eki3) — 1l S lekia|"?, (4.3)

which imply that
6—|k12‘25f(t—s)—‘k2‘QEf(t—S)

[Feal? ’

(@™ — a9 (= 8)| S Y V2 ([aal™? + ka2 o
ko

where ¢; = ¢y A 1. In the second inequality we also used that for n > 0 small enough

B|(X (ky) — X2 (k) (XS (Ky) — X7 (K)))|
<Ly, oy (B|(XE™ (ky) — X7 (k) [)V2(B|(X SRk — X7 (k)P
h(eky)? k2 (k) (t—s) 172, D(ERT)? K2R (t-5) | 12
_ 1 — eIkl (k)= , (1 — e WP IER) s
S (e N e ery )
(5]{71)

S (N
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and by the estimates in Section 4.1

>

E((X3 (k) — X7 (kr)) — (X5 (ky) — X5 (k) (X2 (k) — X0 (k) — (X5 (k1) —
Sy (BN (k1) — X5 (k1)) — (X0 (ky) — X7 (k) [%) 2

(BI(XSH(k)) — X7 (k)) — (X0 (K — X7 (k) 22
<h(5l{:1)
~ k]2

where in the last inequality we used (4.1). Moreover, we obtain that

"‘m

5"|k1|2’7|t _ s|"/4|t _ g|n/4’

3 3
BT = 30 X cosini(r) 4+ 30 X7 Cotini (1)) 2

i1=1 2'1 1

8/{51 Ek’g —q / — k2 |*( f(ekz)
NZ 20k |2 f (ck k1) l Z Z |k‘22f€k‘2

i1,i2,i3=1 ko

<6_|k12|2(t—8)f(€k12)kiég(gkié)pih (k12) _ 6—|k2‘2f(5k2)(t—s) k;gg(gk,;g)pml (kz)) pwlg(kQ)pﬂS(kg)
6_‘k2|2(t—8) P o o2 o o L 2
R ( 2=l PP (k) — 7! “—%k;ZPm(kz)) P’”B(@)Pﬂ%@)ds}
2
— k2] *(

- k| —|k12|2(t—s), 1.i2 Dii1
+Z€(2 Uy )? |;|€1|12| [ Z Z/ |k:2|2 <6 a7t )kap (F12)
k1

i1,i2,i3=1 ko

2
-~ e_k2|2(t_5)zk§2pi“(k2)> ﬁizia(kQ)ﬁjiB(kz)ds] =L; + I},

(4.4)
where we used

BXE™ (k) = X7 ()| €
Now we consider
E, = e R2PU=s)f (ki) iz oo iz i () — e~ kel f(ER2) (=) iz g (i) Pt (k)
By Lemma 4.3 we have that if |eki,| < Lo and |ek}| < Lo for i = 1,2, 3, then for 0 < n < 1
|Bi| S [ka(t = 5) 7072,

which combining with the condition on h, Lemma 4.2, (4.2) and (4.3) we obtain that for n—e > 0
small enough

k)

1 _ K (- _ k1o |2 (t—s)z
L e S Y B e )
k‘l k?2

—|k2|?(t—s)cy 2
e

— s

| K22 )

<2/ Z 0(27k,)

< gM/24(n—e)/49q(1+n)
|k1 2

(4.5)
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By Lemma 4.2 we have for n —e > 0

t o= lkal2(t—s)

£l o 3
'LzKZ e 2 Z T Rl )T )t g eneeren,

which is the desired estimate.
Similarly, we obtain that

3

E[|A (17 =) X7RCov=d (1)) < entrmeaetsn),
in=1
where
Gei( A g o) L P () P ) P 1)
11,13=1 koeZ3\ {0}
—(2m)~ Z /]RS cos(ax™) — cos(bx™)) (a+}g)(|xzv)|24f( B P”l( )P““( )Pm( )dx,

i1,i3=1

Term in the third chaos: Now we focus on the bounds for I}. We obtain the following

inequalities:

EIA L
3 3
_ s i i - 2(t—s), 1.0
=D DIDID AU DRURIL -7 e kg (ehig) — R i)
i1,02=14),ih=1 k k123=Fk

(kP O-stebin) i g el — e—*’m'“t-g%ki%)ﬁh<k12>ﬁ“’1<k12> dsds

+ Z Z 29(2 Z Hl 1|k|2f 81{:

i1,i2:1i’1,i’2:1 k ki23=k

—|k12\ (t—s)f(ek12) 102 io\ _ —|ki2|?(t—s),1.i2
kihg(eki3) —e ki)

(eIl =0k g (chiy) — e—‘k%'z“—@zk;%,)ﬁ“<k12>15“’1<k23> dsds

— k12| (t—s k,zz —|k12|?(t—5) k' 2P111(/{;12)P221(kﬁ12)

E)K:Xs(kl))%s(kz))%f(kg) R (k) K2 () K (k) )

~

(: X2(ky) X2 (ka) Xg (k) £ —  Ne(k) X (ko) X5 (k) 2)]|dsdls
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+Z ZZ@ 279k)>?

i1,ia=144,ih=1 k ki2s=k

—|k12|?(t—s k,zz —|k2s|?(t—5 ! 2P”1(kj12)P“1(k’12)

E'(z R (k) K2 () K2 () : — :fﬁ(koff (ko) X5 (hs) 2

(: Re(hs) Xe (ko) X7 (kr) : — = X (ha) Xe(ha) Xe (k) <)
=J TP T T

where we omit superscript of X¢ in J3, J* for simplicity. By (4.2) (4.3) we have for n > 0 small

dsds

enough
1 1577|]'{?12|77€77
1 < —q
Jt NZH k’ Z Hz 1|k’|2 |k‘12|2 2n
ki23=k
then
< 0(27)
ST ¥
123
<tn5n24(1+3n)7
and

then
PSS 0027
Ji NZ ( )ka | Key |2 g |2 Fe |2 [ Fera | 13072 fegy | 1—30/2
3=

k
<1 0wy ( Y " ey " 2
~ |1 |2 oo [ ks | 2| B 230 | K1 |?[Foa |2 k3| 2] ko [*30
k k123=k k123:
<ynai+3n)

where we used Lemma 4.1 in the last inequality. Since

E\:kawf(kz)*( 3) = XS (k) X2 (ko) X (k) 2)

(- X5 (k1) X5 (ko) X5 (Rs) = — X3 (kt) X3 (ko) X5 (Rs) 0|
S|+ X2 (k) X2 (ko) X5 (k) - =« X2 (k) X2 (ko) X (Ry) = )12
(B X2 (k) X2 (ko) X5 (ks) = — 2 X5 (ko) X2 (ko) X5 () < [2)1/2
_ 1 (4.6)
~ 8‘751‘2|k2|2‘k3‘2f(5k1)f(5k2)f(5k3)
2 1

[Pl R 2l Rs[2(1 + fek1)) (1 + f(eka)) (1 + f(eks)) " 8| k|2 ka2 | 3|2
< (elka])" + (elka|)" 4 (el ks[)"”
~ LARIIRI ’

we have

5 (elk1 )" + (elka])" + (elks])"”
R 5 Y0 ¥
k

2—2n
k123=Fk ‘k12|
then then
< —q < 1 n9q(1+3n)
N;HQ g3 <\k3\2|k12|3_3’7 i \ks\z‘"Vﬁz\?"z”) S ’
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where we used Lemma 4.1 in the second inequality. By a similar argument as (4.6) and Holder’s
inequality we have

- e (|k|" + [Ko|" + [ks|")
JE<S 027k
t N; ( )km;:k L R L VA R Vo

_ (k|7 + [Ro|" + |Ks3|7) (k1|7 + ko] + |K3|7)
K (2% /2 1/2
c 11%|Ka|?| k3|7 k12| 7~ 17| K2 |7 | k3] | k3o |77
S;( )(Z PREINEINEN 22) (Z PREINEINEN 22)

k123=k ki23=k

<5nt7724(1+377)’

where we used Lemma 4.1 in the last inequality. By a similar calculation as above we also
obtain that there exist 7, €,y > 0 small enough such that

BA(ug" o us? (tr) — uy' o ui? (t2) — a5 o a3 (1) + 65" 0 a3 (t2))]7] S &7[t — ta] 7270179,
which by Gaussian hypercontractivity and Lemma 2.1 implies that for ¢y > 0 small enough and
p>1

Elll(uy" o ui? (t1) — up" oui’ (ta) — ay" 0 @57 (t1) + 15" 0 a7 (82)) 16y ja—esomcqa]
SE[[(ug" o ui? () —uy” 0wy (t2) — u5" oy (t) + " 0 4y (22))[I7 120
p,p
<{_:m/2|t1 _ t2|pn/2‘

Thus for every 7,7 = 1,2, 3, we choose p large enough and deduce that for every 6 > 0,p > 1,
uy' ouy? —uy' o u? — 0in LP(Q; C([0,T),C1/279/2)) .

4.4 Convergence for ﬂo(ug’“’, u; ) — ﬂo(agﬂo, as0)
Now we treat Wo(ug’fo, ui’jo) and the estimates for wo(ug’io —ung, u?j()) can be obtained similarly,

where (9, — Augy = =330 | P30 | D5 (u3™ o ui’). We have the following identity:

j1=1
7
( &,i0 €,j0) _ (,5,2'0 757.]‘0) _ } L5 b
TolUzy > Uy To\Ugzy 5 Uy ~ 1 t t t ]
=1
where

[tl :(271’)_9/2 Z Z Z Z 6(2—1]{;123)‘9(2—1]{;4)/ ds |:e—k1232(t—5)f(€k123)/0 : X502 (k)

keZ3\{0} |i—7|<1 k123a=k i1,i2,i3,j1=1 0

X ) K3 (k) X7 ) € P g e g (ehdy) — 070 [ K

Xg’ig(@))%se’jl(k?)))%f’jo(@) : 6_k122(5_0)d‘”k§32@k{123} pi1i2(k12)]5i0i1(k123)6k7
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3 . .
I} =(2m) 7 Z Z Z Z 9(2_%123)9(2_%1){/0 dse_k1232(t_8)f(5k123)/0 L X5 (ko)

keZ3\{0} |i—7|<1 kag=k,k1 i1,i2,i3,j1=1

. —\k1|2(t—0)f(€k1)h( k)%, o . t
7 e ek1)” i —|k12|2(s—0) f (ck12) —[k123|?(t—s)
X1 (k) - ki3 gk kL, g(ekih, e~ k12 do— [ dse
( 3) 2|k’1|2f(€k'1) 12 ( 12) 123 ( 123) 0
s, A —|k1\2(t—o)h k)2 )
/ L X (k) XS0 (k) - € T ‘2(5 1) Zkia*zzk{123e—kl22(8—0')do-:|
0 1

3
Z P () P10 (| ) P2 (k1) PO (kygs) e,

ig=1

3 L s
P XY Y S skt [ ek [ gz

keZ3\{0} |i—j|<1 kaa=k,k1 i1,i2,i3,j1=1 0
Ik P=o)flek) (e )2 o ' ¢

e ER1 i i -~ 20 3 21,
2|k1|2f(eky) k15g(eki) koz9(ekisg)e k1= )f(ek”)da—/o dse k123" (t=5)

s S A _“fl‘z(t—o)h, k 2 '
/0 Znglz(]{;2)X§J1(k3> : € 2|k1‘2(5 1) Zki%lk{1236_k122(5_0)d0-:|

Xse’jl(ks) :

3
D P (k) PP (et ) P2 (ag) P (Kugg e,

ig=1

3 L s
B XYY S skt [ s [z

keZ3\{0} |i—7|<1 kio=k,k3 i1,i2,i3,j1=1
~lks|(t=s)1(ks) p (feg)2 . o ‘ ¢
¢ ER3) k1|2 (s—0) f(cka2) i3 i3\ 1.1 g1 / —|k123|2(t—s)
e dokbg(ek®)ki539(ckiss) — | dse
2[ks|2f (ks) 159(ek1%) k1239 (eki3) ;
s . A —lks2(t=5) (g} )2 o
/ XS (k) X5 (hs) - = (ek,) e~ P12l 6= gy ks k],
0 2|k
3 A A A A
Z Pj1i4(k3)Pjoi4(k3)Pi1i2 (k’lg)PiOil (k123)ek’

ig=1

3 . .
Iy =(2m)~"2 Z Z Z Z 9(2_21{51)9(2_%4){/ dse~ Ikl (t_s)f(akl)/ C X2 (k)

keZ3\{0} |i—7|<1 kia=k,ka i1,i2,i3,j1=1 0 0
e~ lkal*(s=0)f(ek2) py (e ks, )2

X2(ky) :

X?jo (k4) : 2|k‘2|2f(€k‘2) 6_““2|2(S_U)f(ekm)dakigzg(‘gk?z)k{lg(gk{1)
t s " " —lka|2(s—0 2
- / dseFilP(t=9) / L X2 () X (k) : & " ;‘k)(;(‘gk?) e‘|k122(3_”)dazk’i§zk{1}
0 0 2
3
Z Pi3i4(k2)pj1i4(k2)Pi1iz (k12)PiOi1 (k‘l)ﬁ’k,
ia=1

51



3 t
P=om( Y /0Pta_spioilDlej’izCa’il’iz’jl(s)ds,Xf’”),

i1,12,j1=1

3 t s
F=en™2 3 > 3 ) 9(2—%1)9(2—%4){ /0 dse™ 1P (t=5)/ (k1) /0 : X0 (ky)

keZ3\{0} |i—j|<1 kia=k,k2 i1,i2,i3,j1=1
e~ lkal*(s=o)f(ek2) py (e )2

X?jo (Ky) : 2[ko|2f (cky) 6_““2|2(S_U)f(ekm)dakigzg(‘gk?z)k{lg(gk{1)
t s ~ A —|k2\2(s—a)h k 2 ) )
- / dseFil?(t=9) / L XS0 () X (k) + & o |2(€ 2) e"k”Q(s_”)dazk’l%zk{l}
0 0 2
3 A A A A
> P (k) P74 (k) P2 () PP (ky ey,
ig4=1

3 t
Pon( Y /0 P Pioi D5, X5 0 (s)ds, X5,

11,22,J1=1

3 p B b S h(ek)2h(cksy)?
7 _ -6 i J [k2|?(t—s) f(ek2)
F=2r) Y Y > 0027k l{:g)[/o dse /0 TP k) F o)

li—j|<1 k1,k2 11,i2,13,51=1

€—|k12|2(8—0)f(€k12)—|k1\Q(S—U)f(ekl)—\kz\Q(t—U)f(€k2)dag(€kiS2)]{;gkglg(gkgl)

t s 2 2
_ / dse-lkel=2) / heh)"hicks) €—|m2<s—o>—k12(s—a)—|k2|2<t—o>dmk§32@kgl}
0 0

4|k |? | ko]
3 A . A .. A .. A .. A .. A .. A .. A .. A .. A .
Z (PZ3Z4(I{:1)P]1’4(I{:1)P’2Z5 (k‘g)P]mS (k2) + Plzu(kl)phu(kl)pmm (k2)P]015 (k2))sz (klg)Pm“ (k2)
t4,i5=1

First we consider I7: by simple calculations we have

3
IZ :(271-)—6 Z Z Z 9(2_”{72)9(2_”{32)P“22(lﬁg)PZO“ (]fz)
li—j|<1 k1,k2 i1,32,13,51=1
: A ~ A~
Z (Pzgm(kl)Phu(kl)Pzzzs (kz)P]ms (k’g) + Pzzm(kl)PhM(kl)les (kQ)P]OZS (k‘g))
14,i5=1

[ h(€k‘1)2h(€k’2)2
Alky |2 f(eke)[Ka|? f(eka) ([ka[2 f (k) + [K2|? f(eka) + |K12|* f(eki12))

—2|k2|?f(ck t
L — el / s 22 (=) (eha) =(kral? (ehrz) ka2 (eha ko (k) )

kg (ekiy)ky g(ckdt)

2| kol f (ek2) 0
_ 2
_ h(6k1)2h(6]€2)2 ZkiSijl( —e€ 2fkaf"t . /t d86—2|k2\2(t—8)e—(|k12|2+|k1|2+|k2|2)5) .
Alky 2| ko2 ([ka]? + [Ral? + [K1a?) 2720 20kl 0
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Let
CH* (1)

3
=m0 YT > D 02 k)02 ko) kg (ki) KD g (kD) PR (Kg) PO (k)

li—j| <1 k1,k2 i1,i2,i3,51=1

h(€k1)2h(€]{?2)2 1— 6_2|k2‘2tf(5k2)
Alkr |2 f (ehko)|ka|? f (ko) ([k1 2 f(eky) + [kal2 f(eka) + [k12|? f(eki2))  2|ka|?f(ek2)
3
S (P (k) P (ky) P20 (k) PR (k) + P20 (hy) P11 (g ) PP (o) P05 (k)
t4,i5=1
and
CHo 7 (t)

h(€k1)2h(€k’2)2

3
—(27)~ 02 k) 0(277 ko )ik P2 (g ) P (K
@m) 3 > D k)@ ha)ukiyeky P (kig) PO (k) e e

li—j|<1 k1 k2 i1,i2,i3,51=1

1 — 6_2|k2‘2t 3

2| ks |? (P (o) PP (g ) P27 (Rg) PP (Kg) A P12 (Rey) PP (Rey ) PP (R ) PP (Kz) ) — o0,
2

i4,i5=1
as € — 0. Define

£,10J0 —&,%0j0 .__ 77 €,10J0 ~E, 1070
ot =™ =0 = O™ = O™,

where ¢, ¢° correspond to u®, u° respectively. Then for every p > 0,17 > 0 we deduce that

|g0€’i0’j0 . @6,i0j0| < Z( kigzkglg(fkg)g(fkgl)
n U kP f (k) Raf? f (k) ([ 2 f (o) + Kol f (2h2) + [Razlf (h2)

! 2 2 2 ki3 k!
/ o= (ka2 (21=5) F(eha) k1 [28 (k) Hna s f (ehr2)) g 1504
0 K1 [? | Ko |2 (|1 [* + [Kaf? + [Ri2]?)

t
/ kol @=s)ha Pslinals) g
0

SENY - < P2,
S D [

Here r > 0 is small enough such that 2p > r > 0. Similarly, we can also find similar
CSy, P59, P59, C%, for uz — uz; and satisfy similar estimates as ¢, and @5,. Now define C¢ =
Cs, + C%y, o = 5, + @5, CF = C5, + C5,, @5 = @5, + @5, where we omit superscript for
simplicity.
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Terms in the second chaos: We come to I? and have the following calculations:

E|A I

> > > > > 02 k)02 Tk )02 Kysa)0(277 Ky )0 (27 )

kEeZ3\{0} |i—7|<1,]i' =35 |<1 kag=k,k1,ka 11,32,13,j1=1 i} ,if,i% ,j1 =1

h S ER1 1 —|Kk1 S
[Hf W/ / dsds| (e Wl =)l g(ckiy,) — e thl =y )

( —|k‘234| f(a‘k:234)t S k§34g( k;ézl) o 6—|k‘234| (t_S)Zké}34)}/ / do-da-e_‘kﬂ f(ak‘l)(t—d)—‘k4|2f(8k‘4)(t—5')

(6—(\k12\ (s—0)f(eki2)+|k2a|?(5—5)) f(ekaa)) |k‘24k12| +e (|k12|?(s—0) f(ek12)+|k3a|?(5—7) f (ek3a) |k34k‘12|)

1 , L
+ dsdse—F1282(t=9)| 1. | o—lhkeaa?(t=5) . / / lods
|/€2|2f(5k2)|k3\2f(5k3)/0 /o [Fzs [F3a s

ki fER)(t-0)  pmlka2(t0) |k f(eka)(t-0) o~ lkal2(t-0)

k) TP TR GR) T TRE
( —(|k12|*(s—0) f(ek12)+|k2a|?(5—7)) f (ek24)) |/{:24]€12| +e (|k12|?(s—0) f (ek12)+|k3a]?(5—5)) f (ek3a)) |]{;34]€12D

+H4 1|k;| / /dsdse |k123|%(t—s ‘kmg‘e |kasa|?(t—5 ‘]{7234|/ / dodee k1|2 (t—0)—|ka|2 (t—5)

( —|k12\ s—o)f(ek12) k,lg ( klg) e |k12| (s—0o ]{?ZS)

|
(e ~lk2al?(5-9)f (ehz) ks 3 g(eks 3) — e kaP(5-0) 3) (e _‘k34|2(§_5)f(€k34)ki,3 (5kié) — ekl 5-o) 3)”

+ 2/ / dsdge k123 (t=s) K123 |€—|k234| (t—s |k234|/ / dodee— 112 (t=0)—|ka|*(t—5)
|1 2 Vf4\
( (el e |k24k12|E\< X3 (ko)X (k) 2 — 2 X5 (2) X3 () )

(- Re(ka) Ko (k) : — ¢ X2 (ko) X (k) :>\+e-<’m (s ks 59D o |

E)(:Xﬁ(kg)Xj(kg) L X2 (ko) X2 (ka) ) (- XE(ka) X2 (Ro)  — = X5 (k) XE (ko) )D]

> > D> 02 ko) 02k )0(2 hasa) (27 Ky )O(27 k)

keZ3\{0} |i—7|<1,|i' —j5'|<1 kaz=k k1 k4
t1(|ek1g3|"?|ekaza|"? + |ekia|V?|ekoa|"? + (|eko|? + |eks|"?)? + |ek1 |2 |eky|"/?)
(Ko |?[Ks [ [2 (|1 | + [Fros )1 ka|? ([Ra] + [Kaza )7 (|ka] + [Foa|)(|1] + [F12])
t1(|ekios|™?|ekaga|™? + |ekio|?|eksa|™? + (|eka|? + |eks|V?)? + |eki|"?|eky|"?)
ka2 Fes |2 K1 [2 (1K1 | + [Ka2s]) = a2 ([Ra| + |K2sa ) 7 (|Ka] + [Kzal) (K] + [K12])

. , " t"
<n 2—(1—77—6)Z 2—(1—77—6)2 f(2- )2
S (Z 2 2 O (e TR

kezZ3\{0} * q<i a3t ka3=k
. , "
2—(1—31’]/2—6)2 2—(1—3?7/2—6)Z 9 2—qk 2 < 6_771,:772q(317+25)
2 2 2 R S ’
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where 7,e > 0 are small enough. Here we used (4.2) (4.3) and the following in the second
inequality

E|: Xe(ha) XE(ks) : = X (ko) X2 (kg) : |

1 2 1
N - +
N\ Alko 2| ks |2 f (ko) f(eks)  [kol?|ks2(f(eke) +1)(f(eks) +1)  4]ka|?[ks|? (4.7)
<(\€7f2|"/2 + |eks|?)?
~ Ko |? |k ’

and we used Lemma 4.1 in the last inequality and ¢ < i follows from |k| < |kios| + |ki| < 2°

and ¢ < ¢ is similar. For I} we have a similar estimate.
Now we deal with I} — I} + I} + 437 _ ug" Coioindo () — 4377 _ ag™ Cioivio(t) with

3 t
SCCRID YD DD DD DO S UCETS] I R S TS R
0

KEZA\{0} |i—j|<1 k1a—h,ks i1 i2,i5,j1=1
o ks 2(t=) F(ehs) (o g2
2|ks|2 f (eks)

t
/ X€Z2 X”S(/f) e_|k122(t“’)zk§32d0/ dse~ k123l (t=s)
0

k{égg(ek{ég)

eIkl t=9)py (e y)?
2| ks|?

t
ki (kg)do'/ d86_|k123|2(t_3)f(€k123)

2N
> P k) P (k) PO (Raag) P2 (ko e,
4
and
e-2\k3|2(t—s)f(6k3)h(5k3)2
k3|2 f(cks)

C&io,h Jo _

t
Zl{ig 2 jl{ig)/ ds
0

li—j|<1 k3 ji=1

ijlm P]om ]{73)]{7]1 (8]€§1)pi0i1(1€3)
ig=1

e~ 2lks|*(t—s)f(cks) h(€k3

27T
ZZ/ k3|2 f(eks)

ks ]11

COS CLIJl —cos(bxﬂ))h(a:)2 Dj1i4 Djoia o1
DD [ e e e L

Z pam )PJOM(kg)kh (gkjl)Ploll(k )

ig4=1

Ji=lig=1

where in the second equality we used that 6(27%)0(277-) = 0 if |i — j| > 1, and

- ‘ t 6—2|k3\2(t—s)h(5k3)2
(Os:tosins Jo — E E E 9 Z]{; 2 Ik d
3 3)/0v S 4|k3|2

li—j|<1 ks j1=1

Z pjm p]ou k‘g)zkﬂplo“(k‘ )

ig4=1

=0.
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Let

—|ks|*(t—s)f(eks h(gks)? -
_ 2(t_g € ER3 i
C1671]213 k3 B S) - Z € hraa =) (Ehas) k123g( k123)P 0 1(k1123)

= |ks|* f (eks)
and , I
G (=)= S el |1<;3|2(€ 2 i o ().
i1=1
Since by (4.2) and (4.3) fort > s > o
|~ kel (s=o)f(ehiz) g s s, — e=lhual(a=0) pis _ o—lkulPf(ehin)(t=0) g (s pis 4 o—lhnlP-0) iz,

<(|ekia]® A (t — 8)12|kp|)e iz 5=o)es | o |
Sleko|(t — 5)1/4|k12|3/26_‘k12|2(5_0)5f>

we obtain that for € > 0,7 > 0 small enough,
E|A(If = I
> > > 027k)0(2 k13)0(2 7 ks )02 Kua)0(277 ks

keZ3\{0} |i—j|<1, \i'—j'\<1 k1o=k,k3,k4

-/
H / dS/ ds Z k71j213,k3 k’1]213,k3)(t S) (Ck;]2147k4 0271)214,194)(t — 8)

]17]172377'3—1

[/OS da /O‘S d5‘(6_‘k12|2(s—0')f(€k12) _ €—|k12‘2f(5k12)(t—0'))(€—|k12|2f(5k12)(§_5-) B 6_‘k12‘2f(€k12)(t_6_)>||k12|2

1 /t /t ) ) _ 1
| do | dge M2l ek ime) om ikl ek =) 12—
TP el el

dS Z Ck;jzla k3 )Cklezx kg (t - 5)

J1,31=1

/ o / do| (el Chlg (chig iy — eIl emoopgy — el Eha=o) g (chi s

ds

'/

—|k12| (t—o kJB )( —|k12]2(5—3) f(ek12) (Ek’%)k‘z _€_|k12|2(§_6)lk‘132 _|k12\ fleki2)(t—5) (Ek )k

e ) |2+/ o / (e IR0 gy — el
1 2 5

—|k12|? f(ek12)(t~5) i —|k12|2( 1
(e~ k2l (eha2 g(ekiy) — 121706=0)0) | | oy |2 |k‘ BIAE
k kol
[ oo
‘l'/ dO’/ d5'|(6—|k12\2(t—0) _ e—\k12\2(s—0))(6—|k12| (t—5) _ 6—|k12\2(s—6))||k12|2w] :|
s P
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Z Z Z 0(279%)%0(2  k123)0(2 7 k3) (27 Ko124)0(27 iy

kEZA\{0} [i—j|<1,Ji"—7|<1 k12=h,ks ks
t26((|€]€123|77/2 + |€k53|n/2)(|€/€124|77/2 + |€/€4|77/2) + |€/€12|77 + |€/€1|77 + |5k’2|77)
1o k1|2 kol ks| 2| kal 2 (Jk123]? + |Ks|?)3/4¢(|kroa]? 4 [Ka|2)3/47¢

¢ 41 €— 1
<o (ZZQ (i44')(1/2—3e—n/2) Z Z W

q<i q<i’ k12=k
k| + [ka|" + |k12]"
+ 2~ (i+4")(1/2—3€) 9 |
2.2 2 2 P T Pl
<€77t252‘I(65+77) )

Here we used (4.2) (4.3) and (4.7) in the second inequality and we used Lemma 4.1 in the
last inequality. Moreover, by similar argument as (4.4) and (4.5) we obtain for 7, ¢ > 0 small
enough

HA [4 + 4Zu€ Z1 CE ,10,11,J0 42 —€ 21 C€ 180,01, Jo))‘2]

11=1 211

h(eky)*heks)? ) - { /t e ks (t=s)f(eha) b (e )2
< 0277k
S 12 k1 [?| K Vﬁ2|2 Z 2 2627k 0 |ks|* f (eks)

i1,J1= 1|z ]|<1 ks

(Q(Q—ik123) —|k123] (t—5) f(ek123) kj23g(€k{§3)pi°il(k123) _ 9(2_ik3)6_‘k3|2(t_5)f(8k3)k‘glg(ﬁk‘gl)pi“il(k‘g))ds

—Ikglz(t—s)h(5k3)2
_ Z Z Zez Jk;g/ e

li—j|<1li1,51=1 ks

2
(e(z_ik123)6_‘k123|2(t_5)k{§3pi0i1 (k2s) — H(Q_ik3>€_|k3‘2(t_s)kglpi0il (k3))d8:|

|lekio|™ + |eky |7 + |€k‘2|77 [ /t 6—|k3‘2(t—s)f(€k3)h(€k3)2
+ E E E g 0277k
|k [?| Ko |? 5 0 |ks|* f (eks)

k kio=k |z ]|<1 ks

2
(02 krgg)e” P12l =) It Pioin (Jo ) — 9(2‘ik3)e‘|k3Q(t‘s)kélﬁioil(kg))ds}

h(eky)?h(eks)? /t €_|k3‘2(t_s)éfh(5k3)2 2
9 277k kio|?"
3 z e I S W e e [

li—j|<1 ks 0

2

2
(t—8)" 2 ) A(t— 5)7 2 (ks Te o iz =9) 5”\k3\")ds]

|ekia|" + |ekq [T + |5k‘2|77 { /t e Iksl*(t=5)1(eka) b (e |5)?
+ 6 277k
2.2 EEIBEESE 2 2 027k |ea 2 f (k)

ko kia=k li—jl<1 ks 0

2
|hm@—gJ%@}
<enedan,

Here in the first inequality we used (4.7) and in the second inequality we used (4.2) (4.3) and
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by a similar argument as Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3 we obtain similar estimate for the corresponding

terms.
.. 4 €,i0 €,i0  €,J0 —€,10 =E,50  =E,J0
Similarly, we have for I} of mo(u3™ — u3y®, ui”’) — mo(u3™ — a3y, u;”")

E[JA(I} +4 Z T (£) O 2] < engegdan,

Jji=1
where

o ) t —2Iks\2(t—8)f(eks)h(5k )?
057107]1,]0 _\="/ 6) zk, 27 / dSe 3
f =PIPHWLLE g e

li—j|<1 k3 d1=1

ZPW )PP (k) k5 g (k') PP (K3)

27r / e—2lks|*(t—s)f (cks) Vh(eks)?
ds P7117/4 P]O7/4 k k]l 6]{;]1 P'l()'ll k
E § |]{33 2f(€]{33) § ) ( 3) ( ) ( )

ig=1

COS le —COS(bl’jl))h(I)2 Piia DJjoia Dot
—(2m)” ZZ/ ww>mm> rrmEnE e

Now we consider I} — I? + I? — I? with

3 t
=02 Y > Y )y 9(2-%1)9(2—%4){ /0 P XS (k) X (hy) » e IalP=)d Gk

keZ3\{0} |i—7|<1 kia=k,kg i1,i2,i3,j1=1
€_|k2‘2(S_U)f(€k2)h(5k2)2

S tA, 2N
Hg(ek)ds [ dge oot kigalekiy) = [+ et (b) KPR (k)
0

0 2| ko[ f (ek2)
. s —lk2|?(s—0) 2 0. 5.0 . L
€_|k12(t_s)lk{1d8/ d06_|k12|2(s_0)e 2|k |}2l(5k72) Zki%:| quz(klz) szgm(kz)th(kz)onu (kl)ek,
0 2 ia=1

and

3 t
L=n)™2 3 > 3 ) 9(2-%1)9(2—%4){ /0 P XS (k) X7 (hy) » e Ial=)f Gk

keZ3\{0} |i—j|<1 kia=k,k2 i1,i2,i3,j1=1

. . S _‘k2|2(5_0—)f(5k2)h’(8k‘ )2 . . t N S .
LI B d d —|k2|2(s—0) f(ek2) € 2 ki (ki _/ CXE2(f ) XSOk, -
Lok )ds [ doe ST k() = [ X ) K )
) s —\k2|2(s—o)h )2 T .. o
e_|k12(t_s)lk{1dSA dae—|k2\2(s—cr) € 2|k2‘2(5 2) Zk§3:| Puzz Z Pzgm PJlZ4 k )PZOU (]fl)ek

i4=1
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3 ¢
—(97)" k)02 ky) [ 2 X (k) XS0 (ky) + e P2
CZ D DD D S 02 k)0 k )/ X2 () K () + eI P97 (ek)
0

keZ3\{0} |i—7|<1 kia=k,kz i1,i2,i3,j1=1

. . S _‘k2|2(3—0')f(€k2)h’( kf )2
— _ e c )
kitg(eky ds/ doe k2 (s—0)f(ek2)
1 ( 1) 0 2|k2|2f(€k’2)

ﬁ)i122 Z P2324 PJ114 k )pioil (kl)ek

i4=1

t
o Y N X kg [ X)) e
0

keZ3\{0} |i—j|<1 k1a=k i1,i2,j1=1

ki g(cki)

k! g(ek]t) om0 Plott (K )eyds.

Let
—|k2\2(8—0)f(€k2)h(5]{; )2 , o
‘k12| (S o’ Ek:l ) 2 3 3 11122
E e ki3q(eki®) P2 (k
klz k‘g A ‘k2‘2f(6k2) 129( 12) ( 12)
and ,
) kel (5=0) ()2
_ s—o) € € i3, pPiti
dim,kz(s - U) = E : € |k12‘2( ) |k’ |2 ( 2) ]{;132@P ! 2(k12)‘
.= 2
i9,i3=1

Since by Holder’s inequality we obtain that for n > 0 small enough

B(: X5 () K7 () = 2 X () K7 () )6 XEP KT () 5 = K )77 0 0
1— €—|k12s—of(€k1))1/2 (1 _ e—lk’12§—c‘rf(€k’1))1/2
Pk () R k)

I o
Rk~ o1 = o,

S(Lky=t Ty, + 1k1:k§11k4:k'1)<
S(Tky=r Ty =t + Liy=r) Lra=r,)
and by (4.7)

B(: X22 (k) X7 (ka) 1 — 0 X02 (k) X7 ()« — 1 X002 (k0) X770 (a) -+ 2 X5 (ko) X7 (k) )
(: XE2(R)XFPO(K) - — = Ko ()PP (R - — - XE2(R) X (k)) =+ Xo™ (k) X7 (k) <)

(2|7 4 2 Ey|*") A (|5 — U|"Vf1\2"))1/2
Ko |?[Foa|?

STk =t gy, + 1k1:k511k4:k’1)(

(21K + 21|k, 127) A (s — o[ 27)\ /2
EAREAE

ek |2 (1kul? + [kal 2) K712 (K512 + [R5 2)

<(1p. s 1;, 4 Ty =t/ Lig=r/
S (TREVE PRRRVAECS PRRVA PIYY Ve ][ Jeal |

s = of"1f5 — ",
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it follows that for n, e > 0 small enough

E|A (I = )P
3

> > > > 027202 k)02 T ka)0(27 K027 K))

kEZ3\{0} [i—j|<1,|i" —5"|<1 kia=k,k, =k, Ko,k i1,7) 51,5, =1

/ ds / ds / do / da{ (e~ M P=s)f (k) pn o (o) Pioin (f,) — e~ Ikl (E=9)y ot pioia (f )|

\k’| (t—s)f(ek)) k‘jl (Ek’]l) z’z (k’,) \k’| (t— szk,lﬂipz{)z’l(k,l”

LK Ik"| o L
(1k1 =k 1k4 =k ‘|’1k1 =k} 1k‘4 )|k1||k/||k4||/{?l|| _U|n/2|8_U|n/2|d212,k2(8_U)diizvké(s_U)|
" LA
eI IR (L Tt + Lo L ) LR
| || |( k1=Fk} _k4 =k} k1=kj Lhka= )‘]{71“]{3/“/{34”]{74‘
5= 017215 = 012|105 — 0) = By 5 — )i 4y 5 — 0) — i 15— )

e P TS |k, 1, (5 — 0)i 1y (8 = ) (Liamig Liamig + Liami Ty
ek |2 K12 ([ |7 + [Fea” >|S_U|n/4|8_a|n/4]
LAILLAIA
s Y 3 DNLE: (27 k)02 k0)0(27" k1)0(2 7 k)

kEZ3\{O} li—7]|<1,]i—5|<1 k1a=k

(teﬁn(Vﬁ\’7 + |kal?) o ke [V2 ]| )

‘k1‘4—277—2e‘]€ ‘2 ‘k1|3—7’]—6|k4|3—?7—6
(| k| + [Fka]") e €Mk a7
€ —q i € je
St Z Z 9 k 22 |k= |3 2n— 2e|k |2 +1 Z Z 9 22 |k= |3—n—25|]€ |3—n—5
k kia=k 0<i 1 4 k kia=k 0<j 1 4
<67]t62q(26+377) ’

where in the second inequality we used (4.2) and (4.3) and in the last inequality we used Lemma
4.1 and g < i follows from |k| < |ky| + |ka] < 20
Moreover, it follows that for 1, e > 0 small enough

E[| AL} = L))
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|l{;2\ f(5k2) (e [k12|? f(ek12)( )]{;1329(5]{;132)]312(]{12) — eIkl F(ek2)( )]{;239(5]{;23)

e~ lk2l?(s—o )h(gky)?
| a2

|ie |k‘2‘ (S o’ Ek:z h(gkg)

(e P ) — ek )|
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eIkl (5=0)f (ko) by (e | )2
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2
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1

o Jo BERLAILA
(s—0)

6—|k2\2 s—o

dsdsdodo

|6—|k12|2(5—0)lki:32pi1i2(k,12) . e—‘k2|2(s—a)lk;3pi1i2(k,2)|

[Fea |2
el =) —|ko|2(5=5), 1. 15 Pitily (1.0 —|ky|2(5-5),7. "5 pitiy 1 T A
| K52 |(e7 "2 whyg P12 (kyy) —e™™ thy® P12 (ky))|dsdsdodo

3

Z Z Z Z 9(2—%)29(2—%1)9(2—jm)e(z—i’k;)e(z—j’kg)

_ oo 20ty feny R(ERL) R (K] ) h(eky) h(k])
Lo Liwmir + iy g Loyt kK ekl f (k) (t—s)—|kq |2 (t—5) f (k?) 4
(Lt D L k4_k1)(/o /o ke LAAAEA

—|ka|?¢s(s—0) GE) 1 — k12| (s—0)C
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2
e —|k4|Pes(s—o) (- 277)

W[((S—U)

/ / |]{21 |/{3/| —&plk1|?(t—s)—cg|k,|? |€k1|77_|_|5]{;4|?7,_|_ |5k51|/77/2|€]{3/|77/2/ /
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K P7) A ((s — 0) "2 (MkS|7 + 7|k, |7e Ml er =) dsdsdoda

e LY dsdsdod
- J— 2
il = ol R Pls = ol dsdsdods
1
n4€ —q
(X X 000 L (s i)
k  kia=k q<i
1 1
—q i€
_I—Z Z k ZQ |]€1|3 2n— 25|k: |3 n—e |k1|3 n— 2e|k |3 2n— 5)
k  ku=k q<i
<€nte2q(3e+3n) 7

where we used (4.7) in the first inequality and a similar argument as (4.4) (4.5) in the second
inequality and in the last inequality we used Lemma 4.1 and ¢ < i follows from |k| < k1 |+|k4| <
20,
Terms in the fouth chaos: Now for I} we have the following calculations:
E[| A7)
3

> > > > 0(279%)%0(2 k123)0(2 7 k1) (277 K3 ) 0277 k)

keZ3\{0} |i—7|<1,|i! 5| <1 k123a=k k] 55,=F i1,i2,i3,51,1] ,ih,i5,5] =1
(1k1:k§,k2:k’2,k3:k’3,k4:k4’l + iy =k, ko=kt) ks=kl, ka=k, T Lky=k{ ko=t ks=k ka=k}, T Lky =k}, ko=k/, ks=k} ka=K)

t Lk =k! kamkl ks=kl ka=kt, T Ly =ty homk) ks =k} ha=k] T Lhy =k} ko=t ks=k! ka=h,)
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[/ dS/ dS‘ —|k123|%(t—5) f(ek123) /{5{239(81{3{53) _e—\k123\2(t—s)zk{§3ue k9512 (t—5) f(ek]a3) kh (5]5;)213)

e WiasP gy / / 1
1|2 f(ekr) kol f(eka) ks | f (eks) |ka|? f (eka)

_(‘klz‘ s—0o) f(eki2)+|k] 2\ f(ekiy)(5—a) dO’dO’“’flgk’

12|

1
dS/ dge k123 (t=s) ]{;31 —Ikiasl*(t=s) . / /
/ | 123| 1 |2 f (k) ko2 f(g]gz)\k3| f(eks)|ks|?f (eky)
_|k12| (s—0o)f(eki2) k,24 (8[’{5;42) _ |k12\ (s—o k,242| |6 |k5|2(5—5) f(ekiy) k%g(gk‘ ) |k12| (5— 0)]{;12242|

1{24 =i3, i) =14} + 1{14 PR/ETA )dO’dO’

/dS/ dse—|k123| (t—s |kj1 |6 |k a5 (t—s |k’]1|/ / —|k12|?(s—0o) |k512|€ [k, |/€ |
(Bl

X5 (k) X% () X3 (k) X770 () = =+ X572 (k) X2 () X3 (k) X7 (ha) - )12
(E| azz(k/) azz(k/) a]l(k/) €Jo(k/), Xez2(k/)Xez3(k/)X5]1(k/) E]o(kl).|)1/2do.da.
=B + E} + E? + E! + E} + E{ + E].

Here E} means the term corresponding to each characteristic function. Since

B s X2 (ky) X2 (ko) X5 (k) X770 (hg) + — 1 X2 (hy) X2 (o) X591 (heg) X770 (k) - |
<| 1 n 1
16k [2 ke 2 s 2l al2 f (her) £ (o) £ (his) f (k) 16]Fey 2o 2 kg 2 o 2
B 2 | (4.8)
[ [2[Fea 213 2 a2(F (k) + 1)(fF (ko) + 1)(f(eks) + D)(f(cka) + 1)
Z?:l |5ki|77
ke 2o 2 s 2 s

for €, > 0 small enough we have

0(279k)20(2 " k193)0(2 77 kg )0(27 ki) 0(277 ey )17
El <gn
t Z Z Z | |2 k2|2 | s |2 Ka| 2| k12| ?[F1gs |22

keZ3\{0} |i—j|<1,1i"—5'|<1 ki23a=k

4
(Jkrs|" + [kaa| "+ [Ki])

1=1

, . ., y then
E E E 6’(2_‘%)29(2"145123)6’(2_3k4)6’(2_Z k193)0(277 k4)<|k 2l
4 123

keZ3\{0} |i—j|<1,|i'—j'|<1 k123a=k
then
_'_
|Fa|2=1 kygg]4—20¢

3 ZQ—(2—3ﬁ—E)iQ(2—qk)2t‘ 5‘ < 9aBte
k )

keZ3\{0} ¢<i

where we used (4.2), (4.3) in the first inequality, Lemma 4.1 in the second inequality and
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k| < |kio3| + k4] < 2° in the third inequality. Moreover, we have for €, > 0 small enough

2 qk, 29 2k123)9(2_jk’4)9(2_i//{5234)9(2_j/k1)
E? <gn
t Z Z Z K |2 k2|2 s 2 a2 kro| [ Koal| Koz =7 | Koga| 1

keZ3\{0} |i—j|<1,|i'—j'|<1 k1234=Fk

4
((|F12s|Fasa )2 + (ol [Raa)"2 + > kil ")

i=1

< Yy TR (e ()7 + 3oy [l

Koy |12 Koo |2 s |2 kg | 1420 v | | Boa | | B 1os ] =7 Ksa |21

keZ3\{0} k1234=k

<o Z ( Z (27 k)2¢12-9=4) )1/2
- | Koy [1120 Feg |2 Keg | 2] Kea [ 1127 Koyo| 2| Rz 230

kezZ3\{0} - ki231a=k
( Z 6(2-9k)?n2-a(2—4) )1/2

o VR R 2| g 2 g |20 [ Rega |2 Rgga 23

1234=

(27 9k)>n2-a—4) 12
" (k Z_k [Fer |20 R 2 e 2 Rea [ 27 Ko [ ey g 2727
1234=

( Z (27 9k)?n2-a—4) )1/2
o R 2 e 2R 2[Ry [ 420 [Rega |27 [ Regga 227

0(2-9k)2no—a(2—4n) 4 k;|"
Loy e S

ki23a=k Ko |12 Koo |2 s 2| K| 1420 | Koy | 2] R3] 220

( Z 9(2_‘11{:)225772_‘1(2—477) Z?:l K| )1/2

Ko |12 | Koo |2 s 2] K| 120 | gy |2 Kipga |22

k1234=k
(2—4n)q < 94(3n+e)m
Z 2" ‘k‘1+176’\-’2 e’
keZ3\{0}

where we used Lemma 4.1 in the fourth inequality. By a similar argument we can also obtain
the same bounds for E?, B}, E? ES  ET, which implies that for 7, e > 0 small enough

E|AJ} < 9a(Bn+e)mon

By a similar calculation as above we also get that for 7, e, v > 0 small enough

3
Y BllA(moe(u5™, ui) () — moo(u5™, uy ™) () — moo(a5™, a3 7) (1)

1i0,J0=1

+ 700 (157, 177°) (£2)) )
S€’y|t1 — t2|n2qe’

which by Gaussian hypercontractivity and Lemma 2.1 implies that for 7o, jo = 1,2,3,and 6 > 0
small enough, p > 1

€,10 €,J0

To.o(u5™, us7) — oo (u5™, u57°) — 0 in LP(S; C([0,T],C70)).
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4.5 Convergence of my(P"">D5 K7, u S —m(P2 D K50 457) and mo( Phiz
D K& 22’ ulujl) 7.(.0<leng K& 22’ u 731)
In this subsection for iy, ia, jo, j1 = 1,2, 3, we consider 7o (P2 D;, K=, 6“)—7r()(Pi1i2Djol_(e’jo, am).

Similar results for m(P%"2D;, K=" ui ]1) — mo(P2Dj K& ui ) can be deduced . We have
the following identity:

(PuzzDe K& jo 5]1) _ 7.‘.O(PilizDjof(&jo7 ﬂ‘?jl) — [1 + [2’

where
t
LRI NN e W jkz){/ e~ (= ERIIE g (oo - X200 (o ) X7 (y) - dis
keZ3\{0} |i—j|<1 ki2=Fk 0
t 2 . o - A ..
- / e~ (=Rl gdo s X200 (o ) X7 (kiy) - ds] ex P (ky),
0
and
—i ! —2(t ) f(ek1)|k1|? Jo\ 7.0 h’(‘gkl)
YT 02Tk k) R g (kO VK] s
<1 k1 0 2\k1[2f (ekr)
¢ 2 s h(€k1)2 AL 3 . ..
_/ e~ 2(t=s)k1] ko T ds] Piiz(k) Z PIoiz (o) P72 (k).
0 1 :
Jjo=1

It is easy to get that the second term in the right hand side of the above equality equals zero
and

o . , ¢ h(ek)?
__ (i, 100 -3 E : 2 : —i —j —2(t—s) f(ek1)|k1|? Jo\ 7.J0 1
b o li—j|<1 k 2R kl)/o ‘ g 2|k1|2f(5k‘1)d8

pmz Z PJon p]uz (kl)

Jj2=1

Here we have ,

§ :C§7i17i27j17j0 — 95 1582,01
Jo=1
Moreover, we have

EIA
> > > 02702 k)02 k)0 (27 K027 K

keZ3\{0} |i—j|<1,|i"—5'|<1 k1a=k, k], =k
t t
/ / e =M Rkl o g (oo — o= E=o)lkaly o) ) 2o (e ) XET" (kg) 2 X3P (K)) X7 (K)) + |
0 0
t t
e (=R o g (o) — e~ ¢IKE L7 dsds + / / eIl gy = ]
0 0
B(: X570 (ky) X7 (ko) « =« X970 (k) X7 (o) ) (0 XS (R) X7 (Kh) = — + Xe70 (k) X7 (KS) )| dsds
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1 1
<t€ 0(2 _Z/{: k1| + |ko|"e"
ZZ Z 1>(|k1‘4—26‘k2‘2 + |k1|3—6‘k2|3—6)(‘6 1|7+ |ka|"€™)

q<t ki2=k
Entegq(2e+n) ’
where we used (4.2), (4.3) and (4.7) in the second inequality and in the last inequality we used
Lemma 4.1. By a similar calculation we also get that for ¢, > 0 small enough
EHAq(7T(],<>(13i”'2D;TOKEJ2 w7 (ty) — 7r0<>(P“Z2D6 K92 457 (ty)
— Moo (P12 Dy K592, 077 () + mo o (P12 Dy K572, 437 (1)) ]

5577|t1 _ t2‘n2q(e+3n)7

which by Gaussian hypercontractivity and Lemma 2.1 implies that for iy, i, jo, 71 = 1, 2, 3 such
that

(P“”D6 K&z o570 — 0.0(P*2Dj K72 a7y — 0 in C([0,T7,C7°).
By a similar argument we also obtain that for iy, 19, jo, j1 = 1,2, 3 such that
(P“Z?D6 K&t 50y — Cgtidodiz _ 0.0(P"2D; K" @57 = 0in LP(Q; C([0,T7,C7°%)),

where
Cf&h ,J05J1512

B h(5k2) o nL nL

2 2|ka|?(t—s) f(cka) k]o k]o sz ko) P25 (ko) PI% (ko) d

RO [ k) om0 () P (s,
i3=1 koeZ3\{0}

3
NEL1,J0,J1582 __ o YE,i1,50,]1
S 63 — Qe
io=1
€,J —€,1—€,]

4.6 Convergence of uy'u;’ — @',

In this subsection for 7,7 = 1,2, 3, we deal with uglu‘;] and prove that ug’ioug’j B a;,ioag,j 0
in LP(Q; C([0,T];€%)). Recall that for i =123

w5 () - G

@5 ou) = a5 - g5(e) - 5
We have the following identities:

uy'uy? — ay'uy’ = L'+ L? + L,
where

L =(2m)” 9/2[ Z > ( / / el S ER ) R R O g (ki) kg (k55
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and
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By a easy computation we obtain that
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where 5, @5 corresponds to u°, u® respectively. Then for p > 0 we have

]ﬁ? klzg(&?ki2) (—6]€j2) (6—2\k12|2f(5k12)t
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where 2p > 7 > 0. Then 5 — @5 converges to 0 with respect to ||| = sup,¢o 11 t°|¢(t)] for any
p>0.
Terms in the second chaos: Now we come to L?: it is sufficient to consider I} and the
desired estimates for other terms can be obtained similarly. For ¢ > 0 small enough we have
the following inequalities
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‘|‘|€/'{?2|77 + |€k’4|77 9(2_qk)2 {( (k’4 — k‘l) g + |€]€1|g)(|€k’34|g + |€(/€2 — k’g)
= +

| Fos] k1|2 Kol 2 [Fes 2| Ka|? [ k1 — Kalt=¢|ky — k| [kia] e

+|eka|" + |ek4|”

| K34l )’

3+ |eks|?)

68



where in the first inequality we used (4.7). Now in the following we only estimate the first term
on the right hand side of the inequality and the second term can be estimated similarly:

2 qk 1
EIA T <t {
AESEY Y G al? \k4|22\k1 BTl Pl fzwks—k4||k3| ] ||

k  kos=k

+ le(ks — k1)|2 + |eka|?)(|ekas|? + |e(ka — k3)|? + \gk3|%> + |eks|" + \gw}

0(279k)?
< 1 2 1 2 1/2
Z Z |k‘2 e Z k1 — k:4|2 26|k1|2 Z k0|2~ 26|k1|2 Z |k3—k4| |k:3|2)

1/2 1 n n n n n
(%: W) / [(|<€k12|2 + |e(ks — F1)|2 + |ek1|2)(Jekas|? + |e(ky — k3)|2 + |eks|?)

+ |5k2|77 + |5k4|77:|
%) 0(27%)? 2
<t5 n < 772 5+77t5
S S (it t ) S

where in the last two inequalities we used Lemma 4.1.
Terms in the fourth chaos:
Now we consider L}: For e, > 0 small enough we have the following calculations:

E|A,L; [

Yy ([

k  ki2za=ki1,i2,51,j2=14 i}, j1,55=1

ki (ki g (e4%:) - e—“m'%—s)—"m'2<f—§>kiauk§z>

o~ f(ek12) ko | (t—s5)—[ksa|* f (ehksa) (t—5)

(e (Ma)Ria 2 (-0) a2k ) () 1 o (15135 (o T3) o Whal =) k() 1 i

1 _ _
(1{k1=ki,k2=k§7k3=kg,k4=k§l} + 1{k1:ké,kgzkg,k_g:k’l,luzkfl})‘k1|2‘k2‘ e ‘k4‘2dsdsdada

_ "}
|k12| (t—s)—|k34|?(t—5 kzz ]{ZJ2ZZ€ k7o 2 (t—s)—| kb, |2 (t—3) k 2]{734 "

z 1 |€k|
k1|2 Ko |2 [ Fes |2 Ky |?

4
<t Z Z 9(2—%)2( |ekia|" + |eksa|? + > iy |kl

Pl o || [K2 | | K [ || Raa |2 | Rsa >~

(leko|? ) (|ekial? + |ekas|?) + 3oy ek )
k1|2 k2|2 k3|2 |kl 2| R [P =</ 2| Kaa| L=/ 2 Rpa | =€/ 2| kgg| 1 —/2

(Lgp, = =k} ka=k ka=k ka=k,} T L{ki=K} ko=k} ka= ki’m:ka})dsdsdada)
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58%{; [( 3 0(277k)* ([k1a|" + [k3a]") Y 0(277k)*([k1a|" + [kas|") /2

2 2 2 2 2—e 2—e 2 2 2 2 2—e 2—e
p e (R PR R |2 K[| Rz [P Ko w (R PR K 2 Kal | a2 K|

02~ k)2 Y0 kil 027 k)2 30 kil
_l_( Z 2 2 2 2 — 2—e 2—6)1/2( Z 2 2 2 2 — 2—e 2—6)1/2
| |2 || Ks| 2 | K |? [ 12| =< Kaa K1 |2 [Foo |2 k3| 2| K |? [ Fra] =€ Kos)

k1234a=k k1234=Fk

+ 2(1(264—17))
<5772q(2e+77)t6’

where we used (4.8) in the first inequality and Lemma 4.1 in the last inequality. By a similar
calculation we also get that for €,7 > 0 small enough

E[|Ag(u5" o uz? (t) — uy" o uy? (o) — 5" 0 a5 (1) + 057" 057 (t)) 7]
<Mty — t2|"2q(6+3n),
which by Gaussian hypercontractivity and Lemma 2.1 implies that for ¢, 7 = 1,2,3 and every

0>0
uy' o uy? — iyt oy’ — 0in LP(Q; C([0,T],C7°)).
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