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NON-UNIQUENESS IN LAW OF TRANSPORT-DIFFUSION EQUATION FORCED

BY RANDOM NOISE

UJJWAL KOLEY AND KAZUO YAMAZAKI

Abstract. We consider a transport-diffusion equation forced by random noise of three types: additive, linear

multiplicative in Itô’s interpretation, and transport in Stratonovich’s interpretation. Via convex integration

modified to probabilistic setting, we prove existence of a divergence-free vector field with spatial regularity in

Sobolev space and corresponding solution to a transport-diffusion equation with spatial regularity in Lebesgue

space, and consequently non-uniqueness in law at the level of probabilistically strong solutions globally in

time.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation from physics and mathematics. A transport equation, also known as a continuity equation,

appears in various problems of mathematical physics such as fluid mechanics and kinetic theory. There are

physical examples such as the vorticity formulation of two-dimensional Euler equations with solution that

is only in L∞t L
p
x for p ∈ (1, 2) and thus not even bounded (see [23]); hence, following the breakthrough work

of DiPerna and Lions [30] to be described in detail subsequently, in the deterministic case there has been

extensive effort to reduce the necessary regularity condition on a vector field and still retain the uniqueness

of the equation transported by such a vector field. In contrast, Flandoli, Gubinelli, and Priola [33], and

Beck, Flandoli, Gubinelli, and Maurelli [4] demonstrated that a transport noise can actually regularize its
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solution by proving uniqueness with a relatively rough vector field. Finally, the recent developments of

convex integration technique led to various non-uniqueness results for a deterministic transport equation,

even with an arbitrary strong diffusion, with a surprisingly smooth vector field (e.g., [47–49]). The purpose

of this manuscript is to employ convex integration and prove non-uniqueness in law of the transport

equation forced by random noise of various types: additive, linear multiplicative, and transport, with our

most interest in the last case considering other works on the stochastic transport equation such as [33].

1.2. Previous works. Let us write “dD” for “d-dimensional” for d ≥ 2. With a spatial variable x ∈ Td =

R
d \ Zd, given ρin : Td 7→ R and a vector field u : R+ × Td 7→ Rd, density ρ : R≥0 × Td 7→ R is a solution to

a Cauchy problem of a transport equation if

∂tρ(t, x) + div(u(t, x)ρ(t, x)) = 0, ∇ · u = 0, t > 0, (1a)

ρ(0, x) = ρin(x), (1b)

where ∂t ,
∂
∂t

. We refer to (1) forced by certain random noise as a stochastic transport equation (see (8)).

Hereafter, for any p ∈ [1,∞] we denote by p′ its Hölder dual; i.e.,

1

p
+

1

p′
= 1. (2)

For any space of functions X, we indicate by X̊ an additional mean-zero condition imposed; only for

C∞(Td), we follow the convention and denote by C∞
0

(Td) an additional mean-zero condition imposed on

C∞(Td).

Informally, the pioneering work of DiPerna and Lions (e.g., [30, Cor. II.1]) states that given initial data

ρin ∈ L
p
x for any p ∈ [1,∞], not only existence but also uniqueness for the solution ρ ∈ L∞t L

p
x to (1) holds

provided

u ∈ L1
t W

1,p′

x and ∇ · u ∈ L1
t L∞x (3)

(see [3] for a certain local version). Subsequently, Ambrosio [1] proved uniqueness of solution ρ ∈ L∞t,x to

(1) under the condition that u ∈ L1
t BVx and ∇ · u ∈ L1

t L∞x (see also [19]). More recently, Bianchini and

Bonicatto [6] proved the uniqueness in case u ∈ L1
t BVx and u is nearly incompressible (see [6, Definition

1.1] for the definition of u being nearly incompressible). Moreover, Caravenna and Crippa [13] proved

uniqueness of solution ρ ∈ L1
t L1

x rather than L∞t L
p
x , starting from ρin ∈ L1

x under additional assumptions that

u ∈ L1
t W

1,q
x for q > 1, ∇ · u ∈ L1

t L∞x , and u(t, ·) is continuous for almost every t ∈ [0, T ] with a modulus

of continuity on compact sets that is uniform in time. We refer to [2] for an excellent survey of related

results. In the stochastic case, Flandoli, Gubinelli, and Priola [33] demonstrated that a transport noise in

Stratonovich’s interpretation can regularize the solution enough to prove uniqueness. Specifically, in Rd

rather than Td, the authors in [33] considered (1) forced on the right hand side (r.h.s.) by

−
d∑

i=1

∂

∂xi

ρ(t, x) ◦ dBi(t) (4)

where B = (B1, . . . , Bd) is a standard Brownian motion in Rd such that B|t=0 = 0 P-almost surely (a.s.), and

they proved in [33, Theorem 20] that under a condition that u ∈ L∞t Cα
b

for some α ∈ (0, 1) and ∇ · u ∈ L
p
t,x

for some p ∈ (2,∞), given any ρin ∈ L∞x , there exists a unique process ρ ∈ L∞(Ω × [0, T ] × Rd) such that

for all ψ ∈ C∞
0

(Rd), the process
∫

Rd ψ(x)ρ(t, x)dx has a continuous modification which is a semi-martingale

and satisfies (1) distributionally (see also [33, Theorem 21] for some variation). We refer to [14] for similar

results. Moreover, the authors in [4] proved, under Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin (LPS) condition on u,

path-by-path uniqueness of weak solutions to (1) (see [4, Theorem 1.2]). Concerning non-uniqueness,

DiPerna and Lions in [30, Section IV] provided a few examples via Lagrangian approach, specifically

u ∈ W
1,p

loc
(R2) for any p < ∞ that is bounded, uniformly continuous and has unbounded divergence, as

well as u ∈ W s,1
loc

(R2) for all s ∈ [0, 1) such that u ∈ Lp(R2) + L∞(R2) for all p ∈ [1, 2) and ∇ · u = 0.

Moreover, [20, Theorem 2] showed that in case x ∈ R3, there exist u = u(x) that is uniformly bounded

and divergence-free, as well as a corresponding non-trivial solution ρ ∈ L∞t,x starting from ρin ≡ 0 (see

also [33, Section 6.1]). Such non-uniqueness results were relatively limited until the recent developments

of convex integration which we describe next.
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The breakthrough work of Nash [52] concerning isometric embeddings led to Gromov establishing

convex integration in [35, Part 2.4]. Further important works by Müller and Šverák on convex integration

for Lipschitz mappings and more in [50, 51] led to another breakthrough work [25] by De Lellis and

Székelyhidi Jr. in which non-zero weak solutions u ∈ L∞(R+ × Rd) to dD Euler equations with compact

support for d ≥ 2 were constructed via convex integration technique. After various extensions and

improvements (e.g., [8, 26, 27]), particularly making use of Mikado flows in convex integration, Isett [40]

settled the negative direction of Onsager’s conjecture [53]. By an additional ingredient of intermittency,

Buckmaster and Vicol [10] proved the non-uniqueness of weak solutions to the 3D Navier-Stokes equations.

Other recent applications of convex integration can be found in the following references: [9, 21, 28, 46]

concerning fractional Laplacian; [12] on power-law flows; [5, 31] on magnetohydrodynamics (MHD)

system; [45] on Boussinesq system (see [11] for an excellent review).

The far-reaching consequence of convex integration technique has recently made impact in the stochastic

community as well. For convenience, let us first recall some definitions.

Definition 1.1. (e.g., [16, Definitions 1.2-1.4]) For (1) forced on the r.h.s. by noise involving Brownian

motion B, we say that uniqueness in law holds if for any solutions (ρ, B) and (ρ̃, B̃) which may be defined

on different filtered probability spaces, L(ρ(t))t≥0 = L(ρ̃(t))t≥0; i.e., they have same probability laws.

Moreover, we say that path-wise uniqueness holds if for any solutions (ρ, B) and (ρ̃, B) defined on same

filtered probability space (Ω,F , (Ft)t≥0, P), P({ρ(t) = ρ̃(t) ∀ t ≥ 0}) = 1. Finally, we say that a solution

(ρ, B) is probabilistically strong if ρ is adapted to the completed natural filtration of B.

First, path-wise non-uniqueness of certain stochastic Euler system forced by linear multiplicative noise

in Itô’s interpretation was proven by Breit, Feireisl, and Hofmanová [7] and Chiodaroli, Feireisl, and

Flandoli [18] with the noise in Stratonovich’s interpretation. Subsequently, Hofmanová, Zhu, and Zhu

[36] proved non-uniqueness in law of 3D stochastic Navier-Stokes equations forced by additive and linear

multiplicative noise in Itô’s interpretation (see also [38, 39]). For a subsequent comparison purpose, let

us formally state this equation as follows: with u : R≥0 × T3 7→ R3 and π : R+ × T3 7→ R respectively

representing the velocity and pressure fields, given uin(x) , u(0, x),

du(t, x) + (div(u(t, x) ⊗ u(t, x)) + ∇π(t, x) − ∆u(t, x))dt = G(u)dB, ∇ · u = 0, t > 0, (5)

where G(u)dB represents the stochastic force. More works followed concerning non-uniqueness in law:

[37] on 3D stochastic Euler equations; [54, 56, 57, 59] in case of 2D and 3D stochastic Navier-Stokes

equations with fractional Laplacian; [58] on 2D and 3D stochastic Boussinesq system; [60] on 3D stochastic

MHD system. Let us emphasize that non-uniqueness in law implies non-uniqueness path-wise due to

Yamada-Watanabe theorem while uniqueness in law, together with existence of a probabilistically strong

solution, implies path-wise uniqueness due to Cherny’s theorem (see [16, Theorem 3.2]). A remarkable

property of solutions to the stochastic partial differential equations (PDEs) obtained via convex integration

is that they are probabilistically strong, and the existence of a probabilistically strong solution to the 3D

stochastic Navier-Stokes equations was a long-standing open problem (e.g., [32, p. 84]).

Convex integration technique was applied to transport equation first, to the best of our knowledge, by

Crippa, Gusev, Spirito, and Wiedemann who demonstrated, with a proof inspired by [25], that in Rd with

d ≥ 2 there exist infinitely many ρ and divergence-free vector field u which are both bounded and compactly

supported in space and time that solves (1) distributionally and has prescribed energy (see [22, Theorem

3.1]). More recently, Modena and Székelyhidi Jr. extended such result significantly; in particular, [48,

Corollary 1.3] states that on Td for d ≥ 3, if p ∈ (1,∞), p̃ ∈ [1,∞) satisfy

1

p
+

1

p̃
> 1 +

1

d − 1
, (6)

and ρ̄ ∈ C∞
0

(Td), then there exist u ∈ CtL
p′

x ∩ CtW
1, p̃
x that is divergence-free and a corresponding weak

solution ρ ∈ CtL
p
x such that ρ|t=0 ≡ 0 but ρ|t=T ≡ ρ̄, implying non-uniqueness. Subsequently, the same

authors extended this result to the case p = 1 so that ρ ∈ CtL
1
x and surprisingly, not only u ∈ CtW

1, p̃
x ∩CtL

∞
x

but in fact u ∈ CtW
1, p̃
x ∩ Ct,x. These results of [48, 49] required d ≥ 3; this is related to the inherent nature

of Mikado flows and it is not the first time that the case d = 2 had to be excluded in its application (e.g.,

see [40, p. 877]). Nevertheless, Modena and Sattig in [47] significantly improved [48,49]; specifically, [47,
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Theorem 1.1] states that for any d ≥ 2, if p ∈ [1,∞), p̃ ∈ [1,∞) satisfy

1

p
+

1

p̃
> 1 +

1

d
(7)

(cf. (6)), then there are infinitely many divergence-free vector fields u ∈ CtL
p′

x ∩CtW
1, p̃
x if p ∈ (1,∞) while

u ∈ Ct,x ∩ CtW
1, p̃
x if p = 1, such that the corresponding Cauchy problem with a weak solution ρ ∈ CtL

p
x

fails uniqueness. These results in [47–49] can be extended to the case of arbitrarily strong diffusion in the

expense of a few additional constraints; e.g., [47, Theorem 1.3] considers a diffusive case with −∆ρ but

only for d ≥ 3. Finally, Cheskidov and Luo [17, Theorem 1.3] improved (7) to 1
p
+ 1

p̃
> 1 although it

additionally requires d ≥ 3, p > 1, u ∈ L∞t L
p′

x ∩ L1
t W

1, p̃
x rather than CtL

p′

x ∩ CtW
1, p̃
x , and ρ ∈ L1

t L
p
x rather

than CtL
p
x . The purpose of this manuscript is to employ, for the first time to the best of our knowledge,

probabilistic convex integration to stochastic transport equation to prove non-uniqueness in law.

More precisely, the main contributions of this paper are listed below:

(a) We prove that non-uniqueness in law holds for (1) with diffusion perturbed by an additive noise on

an arbitrary time interval. This has been achieved by gluing a convex integration solution with a

weak solution of stochastic transport equation.

(b) We also consider the transport equation (1) with diffusion perturbed by a linear multiplicative noise

in Itô’s interpretation, and present its non-uniqueness (in law) results.

(c) Finally, for the transport equation (1) with diffusion perturbed by a transport noise in Stratonovich’s

interpretation, we exhibit two different proofs of non-uniqueness in law. In one situation, we are

able to prescribe initial data and construct convex integration solutions.

2. Statement of main results

Hereafter, we will consider the following stochastic transport-diffusion equation

dρ(t, x) + (div(u(t, x)ρ(t, x)) − ∆ρ(t, x))dt = G(ρ)dB, ∇ · u = 0, (8a)

ρ(0, x) = ρin(x), (8b)

where G(ρ)dB represents a stochastic force on the probability space (Ω,F , (Ft)t≥0, P). We chose to consider

the case of diffusion via Laplacian in comparison to the Navier-Stokes equations; most of our discussions

and results go through for the cases of zero diffusion and arbitrarily strong diffusion similarly to [47–49].

Let us consider three different types of noise:

(1) additive noise; i.e., G(ρ)dB = dB where B is a certain GG∗-Wiener process for a Hilbert-Schmidt

operator G ∈ L2(U, L̊2(Td)) on some Hilbert space U (e.g., [24, Section 4.1]) (considered in [36–

39, 54, 56–60]);

(2) linear multiplicative noise in Itô’s interpretation; i.e., G(ρ)dB = ρdB where B is a R-valued Wiener

process (considered in [7, 36, 56–60]);

(3) transport noise in Stratonovich’s interpretation; i.e., G(ρ)dB = −∑d
i=1

∂
∂xi
ρ ◦ dBi where B =

(B1, . . . , Bd) is a Brownian motion.

While the noise type (3) has never been considered in probabilistic convex integration, it was the type

investigated in [33]. A common property that is shared by (8) with these types of noise is that they may

all be informally transformed to random PDEs when these operations are allowed. In the first case of an

additive noise, one may consider a heat equation forced by the same noise

dz(t, x) = ∆z(t, x)dt + dB(t, x), z(0, x) ≡ 0 (9)

so that we may focus on the following random PDE solved by θ(t, x) , ρ(t, x) − z(t, x):

∂tθ(t, x) + div(u(t, x)θ(t, x)) = ∆θ(t, x) − div(u(t, x)z(t, x)), ∇ · u = 0, θ(0, x) = ρin(x). (10)

In the second case of a linear multiplicative noise in Itô’s interpretation, we may focus on the following

random PDE solved by θ(t, x) , ρ(t, x)e−B(t):

∂tθ(t, x) + div(u(t, x)θ(t, x)) +
1

2
θ(t, x) = ∆θ(t, x), ∇ · u = 0, θ(0, x) = ρin(x). (11)
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In the third case of a transport noise in Stratonovich’s interpretation, we may focus on the following random

PDE solved by θ(t, x) , ρ(t, x + B(t)) (e.g., [44, Theorem 3.3.2 on p. 93], also [42, 43]):

∂tθ(t, x) + div(u(t, x + B(t))θ(t, x)) = ∆θ(t, x), ∇ · u = 0, θ(0, x) = ρin(x). (12)

Remark 2.1. We may also consider a linear multiplicative noise in Stratonovich’s interpretation; i.e.,

G(ρ)dB = ρ ◦ dB where B is a R-valued Wiener process (considered in [18]). In this case we may focus on

the following random PDE solved by θ(t, x) , ρ(t, x)e−B(t):

∂tθ(t, x) + div(u(t, x)θ(t, x)) = ∆θ(t, x), ∇ · u = 0, θ(0, x) = ρin(x). (13)

This equation (13) is equivalent to the deterministic transport-diffusion equation (cf. (1)) and hence

non-uniqueness results from [47–49] directly apply to (13) and therefore to (8) in the case of linear

multiplicative noise in Stratonovich’s interpretation.

Let us now describe main results in the cases of additive noise, linear multiplicative noise in Itô’s

interpretation, and transport noise in Stratonovich’s interpretation; we describe the case of a linear multiplicative

noise in Itô’s interpretation first for convenience of explaining the difficulty of their proofs. Let us mention

first that existence of solution is standard; e.g., Lemma 8.1, which is a straight-forward generalization

of [30, Proposition II.1], proves the existence of a deterministic solution θ ∈ L∞t L
p
x to (11) with u ∈ L1

t L
p′

x

for any p ∈ (1,∞) starting from θin ∈ L
p
x and therefore a solution process ρ = θeB ∈ L∞t L

p
x to (8) forced

by linear multiplicative noise G(ρ)dB = ρdB where B is a R-valued Wiener process. The following result

proves that uniqueness fails by construction via convex integration.

Theorem 2.1. (Linear multiplicative noise in Itô’s interpretation) Suppose that d ≥ 3 and B is a R-

valued Wiener process on (Ω,F , P) with (Ft)t≥0 being the normal filtration generated by B. Let T > 0,

p ∈ (1,∞), p̃ ∈ [1,∞) such that
1

p
+

1

p̃
> 1 +

1

d
and p′ < d. (14)

Then there exist infinitely many pairs (ρ, u) where

u ∈ C([0, T ]; Lp′(Td)) ∩C([0, T ]; W1, p̃(Td)) (15)

is a deterministic divergence-free vector field and

ρ ∈ C([0, T ]; Lr(Ω; Lp(Td))) ∀ r ∈ [1,∞) that is (Ft)t≥0-adapted, ρ|t=0 ≡ 0, ρ|t=T 6≡ 0 P-a.s., (16)

that satisfy (8) forced by linear multiplicative noise in Itô’s interpretation as follows: for every test function

ϕ ∈ C∞
0

(Td), the process
∫

Td ρ(t, x)ϕ(x)dx has a continuous modification which is a (Ft)t≥0-semimartingale

and satisfies
∫

Td

ρ(t, x) ϕ(x) dx =

∫

Td

ρin(x) ϕ(x) dx +

∫ t

0

∫

Td

ρ(s, x) u(s, x) · ∇ϕ(x) dx ds

+

∫ t

0

∫

Td

ρ(s, x)∆ϕ(x) dx ds +

∫ t

0

∫

Td

ρ(s, x) ϕ(x) dx dB(s, x) (17)

P-a.s. and for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Consequently, non-uniqueness in law holds for (8) forced by the linear

multiplicative noise in Itô’s interpretation on [0,∞); moreover, for all T > 0, non-uniqueness in law holds

on [0, T ].

Remark 2.2. [36, Theorem 1.3] proves non-uniqueness in law for the 3D stochastic Navier-Stokes equations

(5) forced by a linear multiplicative noise in Itô’s interpretation defined on a random time interval using

stopping time to control the noise, and then [36, Theorem 1.4] (which is same as the last sentence in

Theorem 2.1) more generally proves non-uniqueness in law on an arbitrary deterministic time interval

using techniques from martingale problem of [55] (see [36, Section 5]) and generalization of Cherny’s

theorem [16] (see [36, Theorem C.1]). Theorem 2.1 is interesting in a way that it implies non-uniqueness

in law more immediately. The main reason for this difference is that analogous transformation to (11) for

the 3D Navier-Stokes equations (5) forced by linear multiplicative noise in Itô’s interpretation solved by u

returns the following random PDE solved by v(t, x) = u(t, x)e−B(t):

∂tv(t, x) + eB(t)div(v(t, x) ⊗ v(t, x)) + e−B(t)∇π(t, x) +
1

2
v(t, x) = ∆v(t, x), ∇ · v = 0. (18)



6 KOLEY AND YAMAZAKI

The striking difference between (11) and (18) is that the noise appears in the latter but not the former. We

shall elaborate on how the appearance of the noise in the transformed random PDE creates major difficulty

in Remark 2.3. In short, we are able to essentially directly apply the deterministic convex integration

technique from [47] to (11) with only a few necessary modifications and immediately deduce Theorem 2.1;

for this reason, we leave the proof of Theorem 2.1 in Appendix A for completeness.

Our next theorem concerns the case of additive noise, G(ρ)dB = dB where B is a certain GG∗-Wiener

process.

Remark 2.3. The first major difficulty is the appearance of z in (10) which is Hölder continuous in time of

an exponent that is strictly less than 1
2
, inherently from the regularity of Brownian motion. Following the

Nash-type convex integration schemes in [47–49], let us consider the following transport-diffusion-defect

equation based on (10):

∂tθ(t, x) + div(u(t, x)θ(t, x)) + div(u(t, x)z(t, x)) − ∆θ(t, x) = −divR(t, x), (19a)

∇ · u = 0. (19b)

E.g., in the key proposition, specifically [47, Proposition 2.1], the authors assume that there already

exists “smooth solution (ρ0, u0,R0)” and construct another “smooth solution (ρ1, u1,R1)” with the desired

properties. Unfortunately, such smoothness is not only in space but also in time. Specifically, the authors

in [47] define R
j

0
to be the j-th component of the vector R0, define a j, b j in terms of R

j

0
on [47, p. 1092] and

assume an estimate of a j and b j in Ck
t,x-norm for an arbitrary k ∈ N (see [47, Equation (4.16b)]); similarly,

the proof in [48] consists of an estimate of “‖∂tϑ(t)‖L1 ” on [48, p. 30] which involves a temporal derivative

of R0, and the proof of [49] also consists of “∂tR0, j” in the definitions of “A
j

1
” and “A

j

2
” on [49, p. 25].

These authors can do so because their assumption is that R0 is smooth in both space and time; however, if

we follow the same approach, our R, defined by simply taking an anti-divergence operator (see Definition

3.1) in (19a), is only Hölder continuous in time with an exponent strictly smaller than 1
2
. This type of

difficulty was already observed in previous attempts of probabilistic convex integration (e.g., [57, Remark

1.2]). We will overcome this difficulty by mollifying R0 and replacing R0 in the proof of [47] by the

mollified R0 appropriately and carefully estimating our new a j and b j (see Lemma 4.4). While this has

clear advantage in terms of differentiability, it has a major cost, that we will describe next.

Let us describe the second major difficulty, which involves the aforementioned “cost” of mollifying

R0. In short, the authors in [47] assume the existence of a smooth solution (ρ0, u0,R0) and construct

(ρ1, u1,R1) = (ρ0, u0,R0)+perturbation. The key idea is that R0 is strategically embedded in this perturbation

so that for any t such that R0(t) ≡ 0, it follows that R1(t) ≡ 0 and (ρ1, u1)(t) ≡ (ρ0, u0)(t) (see the last

sentence of [47, Proposition 2.1]). This leads to the key fact in [47, Theorem 1.2 (iii)]; the authors can

choose an arbitrary ρ̄ ∈ C∞t,x with zero mean, divergence-free vector field ū ∈ C∞t,x, and construct a new

solution (ρ, u) such that (ρ, u)(t) ≡ (ρ̄, ū)(t) for all t such that (ρ̄, ū)(t) satisfies the transport equation.

This immediately allows them to prove the existence of a non-zero solution starting from zero initial data

“Therefore, ρ|t=0 ≡ 0 and ρ|t=T = ρ̄ 6≡ 0” on [47, p. 1079], and this is a common punchline in all the proofs

of [47–49]. The cost of mollifying R0 and replacing R0 appropriately in the proof of [47], which seems

unavoidable, is the following: clearly R0(t) ≡ 0 does not imply that the mollified R0 at time t is equivalently

zero and therefore our perturbation would not vanish at such t. In fact, another unique difficulty in the case

of an additive noise, in comparison to all other cases, is that a zero function is no longer a solution starting

from zero initial data for either (8) or (10). Therefore, we cannot follow the approach of [47–49] anyway.

Hence, we must find an alternative approach to prove non-uniqueness. The complexity is that the convex

integration scheme on the transport equation constructs both ρ and u and hence we cannot “prescribe

u” or even “know u precisely even after the construction,” and because formally u is “given” and ρ is

the “unknown,” to prove non-uniqueness, we need to contradict a classical fact that is valid for “any” u.

With the approach of doing so by constructing a non-zero solution starting from zero initial data out of the

picture, we turn to another classical fact that is valid for “any” u, namely the Lp-inequality which we will

describe next.

In case p ∈ [2,∞), we first recall that dB(s, x) =
∑∞

j=1

√
η je j(x)dβ j(s), where { √η j} j∈N and {e j} j∈N

respectively are eigenvalues and eigenvectors of G by the property of a GG∗-Wiener process (e.g., [24,

Definition 4.2, Proposition 4.3]). Thus, because (8) has diffusion, we can employ a standard Galerkin
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approximation in which we may rely on Itô’s formula for Lp-norm (e.g., [41, Lemma 5.1]), that is valid for

only p ∈ [2,∞), to deduce

‖ρ(t)‖p
L

p
x

= ‖ρ(0)‖p
Lp +

∫ t

0

[−p

∫

Td

|ρ(l)|p−2ρ(l)(−∆ρ(l) + (u · ∇)ρ(l))dx (20)

+
1

2
p(p − 1)

∫

Td

|ρ(l)|p−2‖ √η je j‖2l2(N)
dx]dl + p

∞∑

j=1

∫ t

0

∫

Td

|ρ(l)|p−2ρ(l)
√
η je jdxdβ j(l).

In case p = 2, this implies

E
P[‖ρ(t)‖2

L2
x
] ≤ ‖ρ(0)‖2

L2 + tTr(GG∗). (21)

In case p ∈ (2,∞), we can use the well-known fact that −p
∫

Td |ρ(l)|p−2ρ(l)(−∆ρ(l) + (u · ∇)ρ(l)d ≤ 0 for all

l ∈ [0, t], apply Young’s inequality and Gronwall’s inequality on (20) to deduce

E
P[‖ρ(t)‖p

L
p
x

] ≤ et[‖ρ(0)‖p
Lp +C(p, Tr((−∆)

d
2
+2ςGG∗))] (22)

where

C(p, Tr((−∆)
d
2
+2ςGG∗)) ,

2

p
(

p − 2

p
)

p−2

2 [
1

2
p(p − 2)C1

S Tr((−∆)
d
2
+2ςGG∗)]

p

2 (23)

with C1
S

being the Sobolev constant for Ḣ
d
2
+2ς(Td) →֒ L∞(Td) for mean-zero functions. Application of

martingale representation theorem (e.g., [24, Theorem 8.2]) deduces the existence of an analytically weak

solution ρ ∈ L
q
ωL∞t L

p
x for all q ∈ [1,∞) that preserves the bounds (21) and (22) in case p = 2, p ∈ (2,∞),

respectively. In case p ∈ (1, 2), standard Itô’s formula is not available (e.g., [41] which is only for p ≥ 2).

Nonetheless, we can assume (26) so that z that solves (9) has regularity of L∞ω L∞t W1,∞
x due to (75) up to a

stopping time TL in (74), we can apply Lemma 8.1 to obtain the existence of an analytically weak solution

θ ∈ L∞ω L∞t L
p
x to (10) in case p ∈ (1, 2]. Here, we can apply Lemma 8.1 precisely only for p ∈ (1, 2]

because we must consider −(u · ∇)z in (10) as the external force f in (311); even though ∇z ∈ L∞ω,t,x by our

assumption, (310) still requires u ∈ L1
t L

p
x so that −(u · ∇)z ∈ L1

t L
p
x and this is satisfied only if p ∈ (1, 2] so

that p′ ∈ [2,∞). Therefore, we can rely on the bounds (316) and (75) to deduce for all t ∈ [0, TL] (see (74))

‖ρ(t)‖Lp
x
≤ ‖θ(t)‖Lp

x
+ ‖z(t)‖L∞x ≤ ‖ρin‖Lp + L

1
4 (

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖Lp
x
ds + 1). (24)

It also follows that ρ = θ + z is an analytically weak solution to (8) forced by the additive noise. Therefore,

we aim to construct a solution ρ such that for a fixed T > 0, on a set {TL ≥ T }

‖ρ(T )‖Lp
x
>






‖ρin‖Lp + L
1
4 (
∫ T

0
‖u(s)‖Lp

x
ds + 1) if p ∈ (1, 2),

‖ρin‖L2 +
√

TTr(GG∗) if p = 2,

e
T
p [‖ρin‖Lp +C(p, Tr((−∆)

d
2
+2ςGG∗))

1
p ] if p ∈ (2,∞)

(25)

(see (31)). Let us now present our main result in the case of an additive noise.

Theorem 2.2. (Additive noise) Suppose that d ≥ 3, B is a GG∗-Wiener process, and

Tr((−∆)
d
2
+2ςGG∗) < ∞ for some ς > 0. (26)

Given T > 0, K > 1, and κ ∈ (0, 1), there exists a P-a.s. strictly positive stopping time TL such that

P({TL ≥ T }) > κ (27)

and the following is additionally satisfied. Let p ∈ (1,∞), p̃ ∈ [1,∞) such that (14) holds. Then there exist

an (Ft)t≥0-adapted process u that is divergence-free such that

u ∈ L∞(Ω; C([0, TL]; Lp′ (Td))) ∩ L∞(Ω; C([0, TL]; W1, p̃(Td))), (28)

an (Ft)t≥0-adapted process

ρ ∈ L∞(Ω; C([0, TL]; Lp(Td))), (29)

and ρin ∈ Lp(Td) that is deterministic such that ρ solves the corresponding (8) forced by additive noise B

as follows: for every test function ϕ ∈ C∞
0

(Td), the process
∫

Td ρ(t, x)ϕ(x)dx has a continuous modification

which is a (Ft)t≥0-semimartingale and satisfies
∫

Td

ρ(t, x) ϕ(x) dx =

∫

Td

ρin(x) ϕ(x) dx +

∫ t

0

∫

Td

ρ(s, x) u(s, x) · ∇ϕ(x) dx ds
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+

∫ t

0

∫

Td

ρ(s, x)∆ϕ(x) dx ds +

∫

Td

∫ t

0

ϕ(x) dB(s, x) dx (30)

P-a.s. and for all t ∈ [0, TL]. Moreover, on the set {TL ≥ T },

‖ρ(T )‖Lp
x
>






K[‖ρin‖Lp + L
1
4 (
∫ T

0
‖u‖Lp

x
ds + 1)] if p ∈ (1, 2),

K[‖ρin‖L2 +
√

TTr(GG∗)] if p = 2,

Ke
T
p [‖ρin‖Lp +C(p, Tr((−∆)

d
2
+2ςGG∗))

1
p ] if p ∈ (2,∞).

(31)

Remark 2.4. Theorem 2.2 is an analogue of [36, Theorem 1.1] and already represents non-uniqueness in

law for solutions defined on the random time interval [0, TL] (cf. (21), (22), (23), (24), and (31)). On the

other hand, [36, Theorems 1.2] is an extension that shows non-uniqueness in law over a deterministic time

interval similarly to the last sentence of our Theorems 2.1, 2.4-2.5. Such an extension from Theorem 2.2

following the proof of [36, Theorem 1.2] would require proving the existence of a solution to a martingale

problem in the spirit of [55] (see [36, Definitions 3.1-3.2, Theorem 3.1]) and thereafter its various properties

following [36, Section 3]. A systematic approach for the former task is given in [34, Theorem 4.6]; however,

it seems to be only for initial data in a Hilbert space limiting this possibility only to the special case

p = 2. Other differences from [36, Theorem 1.1] and Theorem 2.2 include the fact that the solution to

the 3D Navier-Stokes equations constructed via convex integration actually has Sobolev regularity Hγ(T3),

although for γ > 0 arbitrarily small, and it is part of the definition of a solution (see “(M3)” in [36,

Definitions 3.1-3.2]) while ρ in Theorem 2.2 has no such higher regularity, unless we work with arbitrarily

strong diffusion (see [47, Theorem 1.4]). This creates major obstacle in applying [34, Theorem 4.6].

One last possible approach to obtain non-uniqueness over a deterministic time interval in the case of

an additive noise may be to follow the approach of [48] in which [48, Proposition 3.1] is similar in spirit

to [12, Proposition 16]; the advantage here is that the proof of non-uniqueness does not rely on the strategy

of R0(t) ≡ 0 implying R1(t) ≡ 0 that we described in Remark 2.3 and thus will not be affected by the fact

that we will have to mollify R0. Hence, one idea will be to assign z|t=0 = ρin so that the solution to the

convex integration scheme can have zero initial data similarly to [38], utilize Mikado density and Mikado

field from [47] to obtain the desired Hölder relation (7) rather than (6), obtain key iteration estimates

similarly to [48, Proposition 3.1] and [12, Proposition 16] up to a stopping time TL in hope to take the

final value at this stopping time and repeat following the approach of [38, Theorem 1.1, Corollary 1.2].

Alas, even if this works, as stated in [48, Theorem 1.2 (c)], for any prescribed function ρ̄, we can deduce a

pair (ρ, u) that satisfies the transport-diffusion equation forced by an additive noise such that ρ|t=0 = ρ̄|t=0

and ρ|t=TL
= ρ̄|t=TL

. In the deterministic case, Modena and Székelyhidi Jr. [48] can conclude now by taking

ρ̄|t=0 ≡ 0 and ρ̄|t=T 6≡ 0 because for any u, starting from ρ|t=0 ≡ 0, ρ ≡ 0 is a solution for them; however,

this is not the case when forced by an additive noise. At the time of writing this manuscript, it is not clear

to us how to prove non-uniqueness in law of the stochastic transport-diffusion equation forced by additive

noise over an arbitrary deterministic time interval unconditionally; nonetheless, our next result Theorem

2.3 actually shows that we have been able to overcome the aforementioned difficulty, although the temporal

continuity and the (Ft)t≥0-adaptedness of the vector field u have been lost.

Theorem 2.3. (Additive noise) Suppose that d ≥ 3, B is a GG∗-Wiener process, and (26) holds. For any

T > 0,K > 1, and κ ∈ (0, 1), there exists a P-a.s. strictly positive stopping time TL such that (27) holds

and the following is additionally satisfied. Let p ∈ (1,∞), p̃ ∈ [1,∞) such that (14) holds. Then there exist

a process u that is divergence-free such that

u ∈ L∞(Ω; L∞([0, T ]; Lp′(Td))) ∩ L∞(Ω; L∞([0, T ]; W1, p̃(Td))), (32)

an (Ft)t≥0-adapted process

ρ ∈ C([0, T ]; Lr(Ω; Lp(Td))) (33)

for all r ∈ [1,∞) such that ρ solves the corresponding (8) forced by the additive noise B; i.e., for every

test function ϕ ∈ C∞
0

(Td), the process
∫

Td ρ(t, x)ϕ(x)dx has a continuous modification which is a (Ft)t≥0-

semimartingale and satisfies (30) P-a.s. and for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Moreover, on the set {TL ≥ T } (31) holds.

Consequently, non-uniqueness in law holds for (8) forced by the additive noise B on [0,∞); moreover, for

all T > 0, non-uniqueness in law holds on [0, T ].
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At last, let us discuss the case of a transport noise in Stratonovich’s interpretation: G(ρ)dB = −∑d
i=1

∂
∂xi
ρ◦

dBi.

Remark 2.5. For this case of a transport noise in Stratonovich’s interpretation, there is an advantage that

a zero function is a solution, in contrast to the case of additive noise. Nonetheless, there is a familiar

difficulty and a new difficulty. A familiar difficulty, which is similar to the presence of z in (19) as described

in Remark 2.3, is that due to the presence of B(t) in (12), upon employing a Nash-type convex integration

scheme similarly to (19), R(t, x) will not be differentiable in time. Therefore, the same difficulty explained

in Remark 2.3 applies and we must mollify R. A new difficulty is that while the case of transport noise in

Stratonovich’s interpretation does not have an external force “−div(u(t, x)z(t, x))” on the r.h.s. of (12), we

now have a “mismatch” of variables within the nonlinear term, specifically u(t, x + B(t)) · ∇θ(t, x). As we

will describe subsequently, this creates a new difficulty in the convex integration scheme (see Remark 6.4).

Existence of an analytically weak solution to (8) forced by a transport noise in Stratonovich’s interpretation

with u ∈ CtL
p′

x such that ∇ · u = 0, starting from ρin ∈ L
p
x for p ∈ (1,∞), has been proven in variations;

e.g., [14, Lemma 2.2] in case of zero diffusion (also [33, Theorem 15] in case p = ∞). In short, we can

consider the random PDE (12) in which u(t, x + B(t)) ∈ L1
t L

p′

x due to u ∈ L1
t L

p′

x , apply Lemma 8.1 (or its

slight variation by considering test functions φ ∈ C∞x ) and apply Itô-Wentzell-Kunita formula (e.g., [44,

Theorem 3.3.2 on p. 93], also [42, 43]) to conclude (see the proofs of [14, Lemma 2.2] and [33, Theorem

15]). Concerning the Lp-inequality, we see from (316) that for all p ∈ (1,∞),
(∫

Td

|ρ(t, x)|pdx

) 1
p

= ‖θ(t)‖Lp
x

(316)
≤ ‖θin‖Lp

x
=

(∫

Td

|ρ(0, x + B(0))|pdx

) 1
p

= ‖ρin‖Lp
x
. (34)

Therefore we aim to construct solutions such that ‖ρ(T )‖Lp > K‖ρin‖Lp for K > 1. Because B(t) only

appears “within” the vector field u(t, x+B(t)), we are able to obtain the following result over any prescribed

deterministic interval [0, T ].

Theorem 2.4. (Transport noise in Stratonovich’s interpretation) Suppose that d ≥ 3 and B(t) = (B1, . . . , Bd)(t)

is a standard Brownian motion on (Ω,F , P). Let T > 0, K > 1, p ∈ (1,∞), p̃ ∈ [1,∞) such that (14) holds.

Then there exist an (Ft)t≥0-adapted process u that is divergence-free such that

u ∈ L∞(Ω; C([0, T ]; Lp′(Td))) ∩ L∞(Ω; C([0, T ]; W1, p̃(Td))), (35)

an (Ft)t≥0-adapted process

ρ ∈ L∞(Ω; C([0, T ]; Lp(Td))), (36)

and ρin ∈ Lp(Td) that is deterministic such that ρ solves the corresponding (8) forced by the transport noise

in Stratonovich’s interpretation as follows: for every test function ϕ ∈ C∞
0

(Td), the process
∫

Td ρ(t, x)ϕ(x)dx

has a continuous modification which is a (Ft)t≥0-semimartingale and satisfies
∫

Td

ρ(t, x) ϕ(x) dx =

∫

Td

ρin(x) ϕ(x) dx +

∫ t

0

∫

Td

ρ(s, x) u(s, x) · ∇ϕ(x) dx ds

+

∫ t

0

∫

Td

ρ(s, x)∆ϕ(x) dx ds −
d∑

i=1

∫ t

0

∫

Td

ϕ(x)
∂

∂xi

ρ(s, x) dx ◦ dBi(s, x) (37)

P-a.s. and for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Moreover, ρ satisfies

‖ρ(T )‖Lp
x
> K‖ρin‖Lp . (38)

Consequently, non-uniqueness in law holds for (8) forced by the transport noise in Stratonovich’s interpretation

on [0,∞); moreover, for all T > 0, non-uniqueness in law holds on [0, T ].

We can also prove non-uniqueness in law for the case of a transport noise as follows:

Theorem 2.5. (Transport noise in Stratonovich’s interpretation) Suppose that d ≥ 3 and B(t) = (B1, . . . , Bd)(t)

is a standard Brownian motion on (Ω,F , P). Let T > 0, ξ ∈ (0, T ), p ∈ (1,∞), p̃ ∈ [1,∞) such that (14)

holds, and υ ∈ (1, p). Then there exist infinitely many pairs (ρ, u) such that u|t=0 ≡ 0, ρ|t=0 ≡ 0 P-a.s.,

u ∈ L∞(Ω; C((0, T ]; Lp′(Td))) ∩ L∞(Ω; C([0, T ]; W1, p̃(Td))), (39a)

ρ ∈ L∞(Ω; C((0, T ]; Lp(Td))) ∩ L∞(Ω; C([0, T ]; Lυ(Td))), (39b)
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both ρ and u are (Ft)t≥0-adapted, ρ satisfies the corresponding (8) forced by transport noise in Stratonovich’s

interpretation as follows: for every test function ϕ ∈ C∞
0

(Td), the process
∫

Td ρ(t, x)ϕ(x)dx has a continuous

modification which is a (Ft)t≥0-semimartingale and satisfies (37) P-a.s. and for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Moreover,

for all the pairs (ρ, u) and all t ∈ (ξ, T ],
∫

Td

ρ(t, x)u(t, x)dx (40)

are distinct P-a.s. Consequently, non-uniqueness in law holds for (8) forced by the transport noise in

Stratonovich’s interpretation on [0,∞); moreover, for all T > 0, non-uniqueness in law holds on [0, T ].

Remark 2.6. Theorems 2.4 and 2.5 are both concerned with the case of a transport noise in Stratonovich’s

interpretation; nonetheless, they present interesting differences in terms of both results and proofs. Theorem

2.4 states that there exist some deterministic initial condition ρin ∈ Lp(Td) and a relatively smooth u such

that solution ρ emanating from it violates the classical Lp(Td)-inequality. On the other hand, Theorem

2.5 shows that we may prescribe zero initial data ρin and construct ρ that is non-zero regardless of any

information about uin ∈ Lp(Td) except that initially it is zero. The proof of Theorem 2.5 follows the idea

from [12] and [38] and this approach also presented multiple difficulties, which we will describe within

its proof (see Remarks 6.1-6.5). We point out that the non-uniqueness is derived from the distinct values

of (40); this is in sharp contrast from analogous choice of energy L2(Td)-norm of the solution in the case

of the Navier-Stokes equations, that corresponds to Lp(Td)-norm of ρ in the case of the transport-diffusion

equation. We discovered this difference due to the structure of the transport-diffusion equation and believe

that it is inevitable.

Lastly, we point out that the proof of Theorem 2.5 also fails in the case of an additive noise because

(40) implies non-uniqueness only by taking zero initial data and relying on the fact that ρ ≡ 0 is a solution

regardless of u in the case of transport noise, which is not valid in the case of additive noise.

Finally, as a corollary of our proofs of Theorems 2.2 and 2.4, we are able to also prove non-uniqueness

for deterministic transport-diffusion equation forced by non-zero external force f ∈ L1(0, T ; Lp(Td)) that is

mean-zero. To the best of our knowledge this is new because all previous works [47–49] ultimately proved

non-uniqueness by taking advantage of the fact that starting from zero initial data ρin, ρ ≡ 0 is a solution

regardless of u to conclude the proof of non-uniqueness, and that breaks down once we add a non-zero

external force.

First, for all f ∈ L1(0, T ; Lp(Td)) that is mean-zero for all t ∈ [0, T ], u ∈ C([0, T ]; Lp′(Td)) such that

∇ · u = 0 where p ∈ (1,∞), and ρin ∈ Lp(Td), by Lemma 8.1 there exists an analytically weak solution

ρ ∈ L∞(0, T ; Lp(Td)) to (1) with diffusion and the external force

∂tρ(t, x) + div(u(t, x)ρ(t, x)) − ∆ρ(t, x) = f (t, x), t > 0, (41a)

ρ(0, x) = ρin(x), (41b)

and from (316) we see that it satisfies

‖ρ(t)‖Lp
x
≤ ‖ρin‖Lp +

∫ t

0

‖ f (s)‖Lp
x
ds ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]. (42)

Corollary 2.6. (Deterministic force) Suppose that d ≥ 3. Let T > 0,K > 1, p ∈ (1,∞), p̃ ∈ [1,∞)

such that (14) holds, and f ∈ L1(0, T ; Lp(Td)) that is mean-zero for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Then there exist

u ∈ C([0, T ]; Lp′(Td)) ∩ C([0, T ]; W1, p̃(Td)) that is divergence-free and ρ ∈ C([0, T ]; Lp(Td)) that satisfy

(41) analytically weakly and

‖ρ(T )‖Lp
x
> K[‖ρin‖Lp +

∫ T

0

‖ f (s)‖Lp
x
ds]. (43)

Consequently, for all T > 0, non-uniqueness holds for (41) on [0, T ].

We leave this proof in the Appendix A for completeness.

Remark 2.7. Various extensions of our results may be possible. First, Theorems 2.1-2.5 may be extended to

the cases of zero or arbitrarily strong diffusion by appropriate modifications described in [47, Theorems 1.2

and 1.4], respectively. In particular, the case of zero diffusion may include the case d = 2 (see [47, Remark
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on p. 1080]). Improving from u ∈ L∞x to u ∈ Cx in case p = 1 may also be possible (see [47, Section 7.1]

and [49]). The method in our work may be applied to [17] to achieve its probabilistic analogue as well.

To the best of our knowledge, convex integration technique has never been employed on stochastic

transport equation. Via convex integration, we have proved the negative direction when forced by random

noise of additive and linear multiplicative types similarly to previous works (e.g., [36]); despite [33],

transport noise is no exception here. We note that the condition that the authors in [33] had on the vector

field u was stronger than ours. Our work also makes a contribution to the research direction of probabilistic

convex integration by providing another equation, as well as another type of noise, specifically transport,

on which we can apply such a technique.

In the following, we shall give some preliminaries and thereafter prove Theorems 2.2-2.3 and 2.5. The

proof of Theorem 2.1 is similar to the deterministic case while that of Theorem 2.4 follows from similar

computations in the proof of Theorem 2.2; hence, along with the proof of Corollary 2.6, they are left in the

Appendix A.

3. Preliminaries

3.1. Notations and assumptions. We write A .a,b B and A ≈a,b B to imply that A ≤ C1
a,b

B and C1
a,b

B ≤

A ≤ C2
a,b

B for some constants C
j

a,b
= C j(a, b) ≥ 0 for j ∈ {1, 2}, respectively. We also write A

(·)
. B to

indicate that this inequality is due to an equation (·). We define N , {1, 2, . . . , } while N0 , {0} ∪ N. We

write ‖ f ‖CN
t,x
,

∑

0≤n+|α|≤N‖∂n
t Dα f ‖L∞t,x and ∂ j ,

∂
∂x j

for j ∈ {1, . . . , d}. We denote a mathematical expectation

with respect to (w.r.t.) any probability measure P by EP.

3.2. Convex integration. For any f : Td 7→ R and λ ∈ N, we denote its dilation

fλ : Td 7→ R, fλ(x) , f (λx) so that ‖Dk fλ‖Lp = λk‖Dk f ‖Lp (44)

where Dk represents some multi-index α such that |α| = k ∈ N0, p ∈ [1,∞] (e.g., [47, Equation (1.20)]).

Lemma 3.1. ( [48, Lemma 2.1]) Let λ ∈ N0 and f , g : Td 7→ R be smooth functions. Then, for every

p ∈ [1,∞], there exists a constant Cp ≥ 0 such that

|‖ f gλ‖Lp − ‖ f ‖Lp ‖g‖Lp | ≤ Cpλ
− 1

p ‖ f ‖C1 ‖g‖Lp . (45)

Lemma 3.2. ( [12, Proposition 2]) Let a ∈ C∞(Td), v ∈ C∞
0

(Td). Then, for any p ∈ [1,∞], there exists a

constant Cp ≥ 0 such that

|
∫

Td

avλdx| ≤ λ−1Cp‖∇a‖Lp‖v‖Lp′ . (46)

Definition 3.1. ( [47, Definition on p. 1083]) For any f ∈ C∞(Td), k ∈ N0, we define

Dk f ,






∆
k
2 f if k is even,

∇∆ k−1
2 f if k is odd,

(47)

with the convention that D0 = ∆0 = Id. For k ∈ Z<0 the definition is identical under an additional

hypothesis that f ∈ C∞
0

(Td). We refer toD−1 as the anti-divergence operator.

Lemma 3.3. ( [47, p. 1084])Dk defined in Definition 3.1 has the following properties.

(1) ∂αDk f = Dk∂α f for all k ∈ Z and any multi-index α.

(2) For any k, n,m ∈ Z and f , g ∈ C∞
0

(Td),
∫

Td

Dk f · Dm+ngdx = (−1)n

∫

Td

Dk+n f · Dmgdx. (48)

(3) Dkuλ = λ
k(Dku)λ for any k ∈ Z and λ ∈ N0.

Lemma 3.4. ( [47, Lemma 3.2]) Let p ∈ (1,∞). Then there exists a constant Cd,p ≥ 0 such that for any

f ∈ C∞
0

(Td),

‖ f ‖W2,p ≤ Cd,p‖∆ f ‖Lp . (49)
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Lemma 3.5. ( [47, Lemma 3.3]) Let p ∈ (1,∞) and k ∈ N0. Then there exists a constant Cd,p,k ≥ 0 such

that for any f ∈ C∞
0

(Td),

‖D−k f ‖Wk,p ≤ Cd,p,k‖ f ‖Lp . (50)

Lemma 3.6. ( [47, Lemma 3.4]) Let p ∈ [1,∞] and k ∈ N. Then there exists a constant Cd,p,k ≥ 0 such

that for any f ∈ C∞
0

(Td),

‖D−k f ‖Wk−1,p ≤ Cd,p,k‖ f ‖Lp . (51)

Definition 3.2. ( [47, Definition on p. 1086]) (Bilinear anti-divergence operator) Let N ∈ N0. Define

RN : C∞(Td) ×C∞
0

(Td) 7→ C∞(Td;Rd) by

RN ( f , g) ,

N−1∑

k=0

(−1)kDk fD−k−1g +D−1

(

(−1)NDN f · D−Ng −
?

Td

f gdx

)

. (52)

Lemma 3.7. ( [47, Lemma 3.5 and Remark on p. 1087] )

(1) Let N ∈ N0, f ∈ C∞(Td), and g ∈ C∞
0

(Td). Then

div(RN( f , g)) = f g −
?

Td

f gdx. (53)

(2) Let N ∈ N0, f ∈ C∞(Td), and g ∈ C∞
0

(Td). Then for all j ∈ {1, . . . , d},
∂ j(RN( f , g)) = RN (∂ j f , g) + RN ( f , ∂ jg). (54)

(3) Let N ∈ N0. Then, for any p, r, s ∈ [1,∞] such that 1
p
= 1

r
+ 1

s
, there exists a constant Cd,p ≥ 0

such that for any f ∈ C∞(Td) and g ∈ C∞
0

(Td),

‖RN( f , g)‖Lp ≤
N−1∑

k=0

‖Dk f ‖Lr ‖D−k−1g‖Ls +Cd,p‖DN f ‖Lr ‖D−Ng‖Ls . (55)

(4) Let p ∈ [1,∞] and λ,N ∈ N0. Then there exists a constant Cd,p,N ≥ 0 such that for all f ∈ C∞(Td)

and g ∈ C∞
0

(Td),

‖RN ( f , gλ)‖Lp ≤Cd,p,N‖g‖Lp





N−1∑

k=0

λ−k−1‖Dk f ‖L∞ + λ−N‖DN f ‖L∞



, (56a)

‖RN ( f , gλ)‖Lp ≤Cd,p,N‖g‖L∞




N−1∑

k=0

λ−k−1‖Dk f ‖Lp + λ−N‖DN f ‖Lp




. (56b)

The following are preliminaries on space-time Mikado densities and fields from [47, Section 4.1]. Let

e j denote the j-th element in the standard basis of Rd. For given ζ, v ∈ Td, we consider the line on

T
d : s 7→ ζ + sv ∈ Td for any s ∈ R.

Lemma 3.8. (Space-time Mikado lines [47, Lemma 4.1]) Let dTd denote the Euclidean distance on the

torus. There exist r > 0 and ζ1, . . . , ζd ∈ Td such that the lines

x j : R 7→ Td, x j(s) , ζ j + se j (57)

satisfy

dTd (xi(s), x j(s)) > 2r ∀ s ∈ R,∀ i 6= j. (58)

For r > 0 from Lemma 3.8, we let ̺ be a smooth function on Rd such that

supp̺ ⊂ B(P, r) ⊂ (0, 1)d where P , (
1

2
, . . . ,

1

2
) ∈ (0, 1)d and

∫

Rd

̺2dx = 1. (59)

For any p ∈ (1,∞), we define

a ,
d

p
and b ,

d

p′
so that a + b = d (60)

(recall (2)). Then we define the scaled functions

̺µ(x) , µa̺(µx), ˜̺µ(x) , µb̺(µx), µ ≥ 1. (61)

Concerning these scaled functions, we have the following result:
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Lemma 3.9. ( [47, Lemma 4.2 and p. 1088]) For every µ ≥ 1, k ∈ N, and r ∈ [1,∞],

‖Dk̺µ‖Lr (Rd) = µ
a− d

r
+k‖Dk̺‖Lr (Rd), ‖Dk ˜̺µ‖Lr (Rd) = µ

b− d
r
+k‖Dk̺‖Lr (Rd), (62a)

∫

Rd

̺µ ˜̺µdx = 1. (62b)

Consequently, ‖̺µ‖Lp(Rd) = ‖̺‖Lp (Rd), ‖ ˜̺µ‖Lp′ (Rd) = ‖ ˜̺‖Lp′ (Rd). Moreover, supp̺µ = supp ˜̺µ and both are

contained in a ball with radius at most r from Lemma 3.8.

For any given y ∈ Td, we define τy : Td 7→ Td by

τy(x) , x − y so that ‖Dk(g ◦ τy)‖Lr = ‖Dkg‖Lr (63)

for every smooth function g on Td, for all k ∈ N0, and all r ∈ [1,∞].

Lemma 3.10. ( [47, Lemma 4.3]) There exist functions ̺
j
µ : Td 7→ R, ˜̺

j
µ : Td 7→ R for j ∈ {1, . . . , d}, such

that for any r ∈ [1,∞], and any k ∈ N0

‖Dk̺
j
µ‖Lr = µa− d

r
+k‖Dk̺‖Lr , ‖Dk ˜̺

j
µ‖Lr = µb− d

r
+k‖Dk̺‖Lr . (64)

Moreover, for any i, j ∈ {1, . . . , d} and s ∈ R,

?

Td

(̺i
µ ◦ τsei

)( ˜̺i
µ ◦ τsei

)dx = 1 and (̺i
µ ◦ τsei

)( ˜̺
j
µ ◦ τse j

) = 0 ∀ i 6= j. (65)

Remark 3.1. From the proof of [47, Lemma 4.3] we know that the precise forms of such ̺
j
µ and ˜̺

j
µ are

̺
j
µ , ̺µ ◦ τζ j

, ˜̺
j
µ , ˜̺µ ◦ τζ j

(66)

where ζ j are those from Lemma 3.8.

Next, we fix a smooth function ψ : Td−1 7→ R such that

?

Td−1

ψdx = 0 while

?

Td−1

ψ2dx = 1 (67)

and define for every j ∈ {1, . . . , d}

ψ j : Td 7→ R, ψ j(x) , ψ j(x1, . . . , xd) , ψ(x1, . . . , x j−1, x j+1, . . . , xd) (68)

so that
?

Td

ψ jdx = 0 while

?

Td

(ψ j)2dx = 1. (69)

For the parameters

fast oscillation = λ ∈ N, concentration = µ≫ λ, (70a)

phase speed = ω, very fast oscillation = ν ∈ λN, ν≫ λ, (70b)

we define for j ∈ {1, . . . , d}, Mikado density, Mikado field, and quadratic corrector as

Θ
j

λ,µ,ω,ν
(t, x) , ̺

j
µ(λ(x − ωte j))ψ

j(νx) = ((̺
j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

)(x)ψ
j
ν(x), (71a)

W
j

λ,µ,ω,ν
(t, x) , ˜̺

j
µ(λ(x − ωte j))ψ

j(νx)e j = (( ˜̺
j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

)(x)ψ
j
ν(x)e j, (71b)

Q
j

λ,µ,ω,ν
(t, x) , ω−1(̺

j
µ ˜̺

j
µ)(λ(x − ωte j))(ψ

j(νx))2 = ω−1((̺
j
µ ˜̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

)(x)(ψ
j
ν(x))2, (71c)

to which we refer as Θ j,W j, and Q j when no confusion arises, respectively. They satisfy

∂tΘ
j

λ,µ,ν,ω
= −λω((∂ j̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

)ψ
j
ν and divW

j

λ,µ,ω,ν
= λ((∂ j ˜̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

)ψ
j
ν. (72)
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4. Proof of Theorem 2.2

Proposition 4.1. Under the hypothesis of (26), the solution z to (9) where B is the GG∗-Wiener process

satisfies for all δ ∈ (0, 1
2
), T > 0, and l ∈ N,

E
P[‖z‖l

CT Ḣ
d+2+ς

2
x

+ ‖z‖l
C

1
2
−δ

T
Ḣ

d+ς
2

x

] < ∞. (73)

Proof of Proposition 4.1. This result is discussed in detail in [58, Proposition 4.4] and follows from [36,

Proposition 3.6] which in turn followed [29, Proposition 34]. �

For the Sobolev constant CS > 0 such that ‖ f ‖L∞x ≤ CS ‖ f ‖
Ḣ

d+ς
2

x

for all f ∈ Ḣ
d+ς

2 (Td) that is mean-zero

and ̟ ∈ (0, 1
4
), we define

TL , inf{t ≥ 0 : CS ‖z(s)‖
Ḣ

d+2+ς
2

x

≥ L
1
4 } ∧ inf{t ≥ 0 : CS ‖z‖

C
1
2
−2̟

t Ḣ
d+ς

2
x

≥ L
1
2 } ∧ L. (74)

We see that TL > 0 and limL→∞ TL = ∞ P-a.s. due to Proposition 4.1 and for all t ∈ [0, TL],

‖z(t)‖L∞x ≤ L
1
4 , ‖z(t)‖W1,∞

x
≤ L

1
4 , ‖z‖

C
1
2
−2̟

t L∞x
≤ L

1
2 . (75)

We let

M0(t) , L4e4Lt. (76)

Theorem 2.2 essentially follows from this key proposition concerning the transport-diffusion-defect equation

(19).

Proposition 4.2. There exists a constant M > 0 such that the following holds. Let ̟ ∈ (0, 1
4
), p ∈ (1,∞),

p̃ ∈ [1,∞) such that (14) holds. Then for any δ, η > 0 and (Ft)t≥0-adapted (θ0, u0,R0) that satisfies (19)

such that for all t ∈ [0, TL]
>

Td θ0(t, x)dx = 0,

θ0 ∈ C∞([0, TL] × Td), u0 ∈ C∞([0, TL] × Td), (77a)

R0 ∈ C([0, TL]; C1(Td)) ∩C
1
2
−2̟([0, TL]; C(Td)), (77b)

and

‖R0(t)‖L1
x
≤ 2δM0(t), (78)

there exists another (Ft)t≥0-adapted (θ1, u1,R1) that satisfies (19) in same corresponding regularity class

(77) such that for all t ∈ [0, TL]
>

Td θ1(t, x)dx = 0 and

‖(θ1 − θ0)(t)‖Lp
x
≤ Mη(2δM0(t))

1
p , (79a)

‖(u1 − u0)(t)‖
L

p′
x
≤ Mη−1(2δM0(t))

1
p′ , (79b)

‖(u1 − u0)(t)‖
W

1,p̃
x
≤ δM0(t), (79c)

‖R1(t)‖L1
x
≤ δM0(t). (79d)

Finally, if (θ0, u0,R0)(0, x) are deterministic, then so are (θ1, u1,R1)(0, x).

Remark 4.1. Proposition 4.2 is a kind of a probabilistic analogue of [47, Proposition 2.1]. One key

difference is that “‖R0(t)‖
1
p

L1
x

” to bound ‖(θ1 − θ0)(t)‖Lp
x

and “‖R0(t)‖
1
p′

L1
x

” to bound ‖(u1 − u0)(t)‖
L

p′
x

in [47,

Equations (2.3a)-(2.3b)] are unreasonable for us. Such bounds work well in [47] because e.g., they

construct θ1(t) as a sum of θ0(t) and certain perturbation (“ϑ(t, x) + ϑc(t) + q(t, x) + qc(t)” on [47, p.

1092]) that completely vanishes when R0(t) ≡ 0 and thus θ1(t) − θ0(t) ≡ 0 so that an inductive bound

of “‖θ1(t) − θ0(t)‖Lp
x
≤ Mη‖R0(t)‖

1
p

L1
x

” is achievable. As we described in Remark 2.3, we will construct

θ1 as a sum of θ0 and perturbations that does not vanish in general even if R0(t) ≡ 0; thus we cannot

bound ‖(θ1 − θ0)(t)‖Lp
x

by Mη‖R0(t)‖
1
p

L1 which may be zero. Analogous comment applies for our choice of

‖(u1 − u0)(t)‖
L

p′
x
≤ Mη−1(2δM0(t))

1
p′ in (79b). This is precisely why we included a hypothesis (78) that is

absent in [47, Proposition 2.1] to achieve bounds of Mη(2δM0(t))
1
p and Mη−1(2δM0(t))

1
p′ in (79a)-(79b),

respectively.
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Assuming Proposition 4.2, we can prove Theorem 2.2 as follows.

Proof of Theorem 2.2 assuming Proposition 4.2. For any L > 1 we define

θ0(t, x) , M0(t)
1
p (xd −

1

2
), u0 ≡ 0, R0 , −D−1∂tθ0 (80)

so that θ0 has mean zero for all t ≥ 0, u0 is trivially divergence-free, and D−1 from Definition 3.1 is well-

defined because θ0 is mean-zero. Because ∆θ0 = 0, by construction (θ0, u0,R0) solves (19); moreover,

θ0 ∈ C∞t,x, u0 ∈ C∞t,x,R0 ∈ CtC
1
x ∩ C

1
2
−2̟

t Cx and they are all (Ft)t≥0-adapted. We can also readily compute

‖θ0(t)‖Lp =
M0(t)

1
p

2(p + 1)
1
p

. (81)

We note that a typical choice for such θ0 in the case of the 3D Navier-Stokes equations would be θ0(t, x) =

M0(t)
1
2 sin(2πx3) for which it suffices to compute its L2(T3)-norm (see e.g., [56, Proposition 4.7]); however,

we need to compute its Lp(Td)-norm for an arbitrary p ∈ (1,∞) while making sure that it is mean-zero and

thus we chose θ0 = M0(t)
1
p (xd − 1

2
) in (80) for simplicity.

We set δ = supt∈[0,T ]

‖R0(t)‖
L1

x

M0(t)
so that ‖R0(t)‖L1

x
≤ 2δM0(t). We choose

δn = δ2−(n−1), n ∈ N0 (82)

so that δn+1 = δn2−1, δ0 = 2δ, δ1 = δ, etc. Having fixed such δn, we fix a sequence ηn ∈ (1,∞) for n ∈ N
such that

δ
1
p

n ηn = σδ
1
2
n (83)

for σ > 0 that satisfies

σ4(p + 1)
1
p M

∞∑

n=0

√
δ2−

n−1
2 < 1. (84)

By repeated applications of Proposition 4.2 we obtain (θn, un,Rn)n∈N that satisfies (19) and

‖(θn+1 − θn)(t)‖Lp
x

(79a)
≤ Mηn(2δn+1M0(t))

1
p

(82)(83)
= Mσδ

1
2
n M0(t)

1
p , (85a)

‖(un+1 − un)(t)‖
L

p′
x

(79b)
≤ Mη−1

n (2δn+1M0(t))
1
p′

(82)(83)
= Mσ−1δ

1
2
n M0(t)

1
p′ , (85b)

‖(un+1 − un)(t)‖
W

1,p̃
x

(79c)
≤ δn+1M0(t), (85c)

‖Rn+1(t)‖L1
x

(79d)
≤ δn+1M0(t). (85d)

Therefore,

∞∑

n=0

‖(θn+1 − θn)(t)‖Lp
x

(85a)(82)
≤ MM0(t)

1
pσ

∞∑

n=0

√
δ2−

(n−1)
2 < ∞, (86a)

∞∑

n=0

‖(un+1 − un)(t)‖
L

p′
x

(85b)(82)
≤ MM0(t)

1
p′ σ−1

∞∑

n=0

√
δ2−

(n−1)
2 < ∞, (86b)

∞∑

n=0

‖(un+1 − un)(t)‖
W

1,p̃
x

(85c)(82)
≤ M0(t)

∞∑

n=0

δ2−n < ∞. (86c)

Thus, for all t ∈ [0, TL], {θn(t)}n∈N0
and {un(t)}n∈N0

are Cauchy in C([0, TL]; Lp(Td)) and C([0, TL]; Lp′ (Td))∩
C([0, TL]; W1, p̃(Td)), respectively. Therefore, there exist unique θ ∈ C([0, TL]; Lp(Td)) and u ∈ C([0, TL]; Lp′ (Td))∩
C([0, TL]; W1, p̃(Td)) such that

θn → θ in C([0, TL]; Lp(Td)), un → u in C([0, TL]; Lp′ (Td)) ∩ C([0, TL]; W1, p̃(Td)) (87)

and there exists a deterministic constant CL > 0 such that

max{ sup
t∈[0,TL]

‖θ(t)‖Lp
x
, sup

t∈[0,TL]

‖u(t)‖
L

p′
x
, sup

t∈[0,TL]

‖u(t)‖
W

1,P̃
x
} ≤ CL. (88)
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Because (θ0, u0,R0) were all (Ft)t≥0-adapted, so are (θn, un,Rn) for all n ∈ N due to Proposition 4.2;

consequently, (θ, u) are both (Ft)t≥0-adapted. Moreover, ‖Rn(t)‖L1
x

(85d)
≤ M0(t)δn → 0 as n → ∞ and

‖θnun − θu‖Ct L
1
x
≤ sup

t∈[0,TL]

‖θn(t)‖Lp
x
‖(un − u)(t)‖

L
p′
x
+ ‖(θn − θ)(t)‖Lp

x
‖u(t)‖

L
p′
x
→ 0, (89a)

‖unz − uz‖Ct L
1
x
≤ sup

t∈[0,TL]

‖(un − u)(t)‖
L

p′
x

L
1
4 → 0 (89b)

as n → ∞ due to (75). Thus, (θ, u) satisfies (10) analytically weakly. Consequently, by defining ρ = u + z,

we obtain (ρ, u) that satisfies (8) forced by the additive noise analytically weakly, i.e., (30). The regularity

claimed in (28)-(29) follow from (75) and (88). Next, in order to prove (31) on {TL ≥ T } for the fixed T > 0

from hypothesis, we fix such (ρ, u), define ρin = ρ|t=0, and then take L > 0 larger if necessary so that

L
4
p e

2LT
p > (3L

4
p + L4(p + 1)

1
p ), (90a)

(‖ρin‖Lp + L)e
2LT

p

≥






L
1
4 + K[‖ρin‖Lp + L

1
4 (
∫ T

0
‖u‖Lp

x
ds + 1)] if p ∈ (1, 2),

L
1
4 + K[‖ρin‖L2 +

√

TTr(GG∗)] if p = 2,

L
1
4 + Ke

T
p [‖ρin‖Lp + C(p, Tr((−∆)

d
2
+2ςGG∗))

1
p ] if p ∈ (2,∞)

(90b)

where C(p, Tr((−∆)
d
2
+2ςGG∗)) was defined in (23). Now for all t ∈ [0, TL], we can compute

‖(θ − θ0)(t)‖Lp
x

(82)(85a)
≤ M0(t)

1
p Mσ

∞∑

n=0

√
δ2−

n−1
2

(84)
≤ M0(t)

1
p

4(p + 1)
1
p

. (91)

This leads us to an estimate of

(‖θ(0)‖Lp
x
+ L)e

2LT
p ≤ (‖(θ − θ0)(0)‖Lp

x
+ ‖θ0(0)‖Lp

x
+ L)e

2LT
p (92)

(91)(81)
≤





M0(0)
1
p

4(p + 1)
1
p

+
M0(0)

1
p

2(p + 1)
1
p

+ L



 e
2LT

p

(76)(90a)
<

M0(T )
1
p

2(p + 1)
1
p

− M0(T )
1
p

4(p + 1)
1
p

(91)(81)
≤ ‖θ0(T )‖Lp

x
− ‖(θ − θ0)(T )‖Lp

x
≤ ‖θ(T )‖Lp

x
.

Because ρ = θ + z, this allows us to conclude via Hölder’s inequality and the fact that z(0, x) ≡ 0 from (9)

so that ρin(x) = θ(0, x), that on the set {TL ≥ T }

‖ρ(T )‖Lp
x
≥‖θ(T )‖Lp

x
− ‖z(T )‖Lp

x

(92)
> (‖θ(0)‖Lp

x
+ L)e

2LT
p − ‖z(T )‖L∞x

(9)(75)
≥ (‖ρin‖Lp + L)e

2LT
p − L

1
4

(90b)
≥






K[‖ρin‖Lp + L
1
4 (
∫ T

0
‖u‖Lp

x
ds + 1)] if p ∈ (1, 2),

K[‖ρin‖L2 +
√

TTr(GG∗) if p = 2,

Ke
T
p [‖ρin‖Lp +C(p, Tr((−∆)

d
2
+2ςGG∗))

1
p ] if p ∈ (2,∞).

(93)

This proves (31). We can take L > 0 larger if necessary to achieve (27) due to limL→∞ TL = ∞ P-a.s. from

(74). Finally, because (θ0, u0,R0)(0, x) was deterministic, Proposition 4.2 implies that (θn, un,Rn)(0, x) are

deterministic for all n ∈ N and consequently so is ρin because z(0, x) ≡ 0 due to (9). This completes the

proof of Theorem 2.2. �

Remark 4.2. In [47, Theorem 1.2], the parameter η in Proposition 4.2 was crucially utilized to deduce a

freedom to choose σ > 0 in (83)-(84) and conclude that given any ǫ > 0, any ρ̄ ∈ C∞([0, T ]×Td) with zero

mean and ū ∈ C∞([0, T ] × Td) that is divergence-free, they can construct a solution via convex integration

such that ‖ρ − ρ̄‖CT L
p
x
< ǫ by taking σ > 0 sufficiently small or ‖u(t) − ū(t)‖

CT L
p′
x
< ǫ by taking σ > 0

sufficiently large. Because we are not pursuing such a result, one may wonder why we need the parameter

η. First, η leads to the freedom to choose σ defined in (83)-(84), namely σ4(p + 1)
1
p M

∑∞
n=0

√
δ2−

n−1
2 < 1,
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and (84) is crucial to deduce the necessary estimate (91). If we were to simplify the claim in Proposition

4.2 with η = 1 therein, we obtain

‖(θ1 − θ0)(t)‖Lp
x
≤ M(2δM0(t))

1
p

instead of (79a); following the computations of (91) requires

‖(θ − θ0)(t)‖Lp
x
≤
∞∑

n=0

‖(θn+1 − θn)(t)‖Lp
x
≤
∞∑

n=0

M(2δn+1M0(t))
1
p ≤ M0(t)

1
p

4(p + 1)
1
p

,

which in turn requires δ[
∑∞

n=0 2−
n
p 4M]p2(p + 1) ≤ 1. On the other hand, we pointed out in Remark 4.1 the

convenience of the additional hypothesis (78), and this implies the necessity of
‖R0(t)‖

L1
x

2M0(t)
≤ δ to satisfy the

hypothesis (78) at initial step. Making sure that we can find such δ with the lower and the upper bounds is

not trivial; one idea in this case is to take L > 0 sufficiently large so that M0(t) ≫ 1. Nonetheless, the same

issue will arise in the proof of Theorem 2.4 assuming Proposition 7.3 in which the same strategy will not

work due to the absence of stopping time therein. Therefore, for convenience and consistency, we chose to

attain Propositions 4.2 and 7.3 with η therein.

The rest of the proof of Theorem 2.2 is devoted to the proof of Proposition 4.2.

4.1. Proof of Proposition 4.2. We define a parameter

l , λ−ι ≪ 1 (94)

for λ ∈ N and ι ∈ R>0 to be chosen subsequently. Then we let

{φl}l>0 and {ϕl}l>0 (95)

respectively be families of standard mollifiers on Rd and R with mass one where the latter is equipped with

compact support on (0, l]. Then we extend R0 to t < 0 with its value at t = 0 and mollify it with φl and ϕl

to obtain

Rl , R0 ∗x φl ∗t ϕl. (96)

Remark 4.3. We note that in all of the previous works that employed Nash-type convex integration schemes

to stochastic case mollified not only R0 but analogues of θ0, u0, and z (e.g., [36]). Mollifying only R0

simplifies our proof significantly; indeed, otherwise our next step would be to write down the mollified

equation of (19) which produces a commutator term from the nonlinear term. Not mollifying θ0 and u0 will

also be a crucial ingredient in proof of Proposition 6.1, as we will describe in Remark 6.3.

For the fixed p ∈ (1,∞) from the hypothesis of Proposition 4.2, we define a , d
p

and b , d
p′ so that

a + b = d as in (60). We adhere to the setting of convex integration from Section 3.2. In particular, we

define r from Lemma 3.8, ̺ from (59), ψ from (67), the key parameters λ, µ, ω, ν from (70), and Θ
j

λ,µ,ω,ν
,

W
j

λ,µ,ω,ν
, and Q

j

λ,µ,ω,ν
for j ∈ {1, . . . , d} from (71). Now we define

0 < ǫ < min{d
p̃
− d

p′
− 1,

d

p′
− 1} (97)

where the positivity is guaranteed by the hypothesis (14). We have the following result:

Lemma 4.3. ( [47, Proposition 4.4]) Define a constant

M , 2d max
k,k′∈{0,1}

{‖Dk̺‖L∞‖Dk′ψ‖L∞ , ‖̺‖2L∞‖ψ‖2L∞ }. (98)

Then for all j ∈ {1, . . . , d} and t ≥ 0,

‖Θ j

λ,µ,ω,ν
(t)‖Lp

x
≤ M

2d
, ‖W j

λ,µ,ω,ν
(t)‖

L
p′
x
≤ M

2d
, ‖Q j

λ,µ,ω,ν
(t)‖Lp

x
≤ Mµb

ω
, (99a)

‖Θ j

λ,µ,ω,ν
(t)‖L1

x
≤ M

µb
, ‖W j

λ,µ,ω,ν
(t)‖L1

x
≤ M

µa
, ‖Q j

λ,µ,ω,ν
(t)‖L1

x
≤ M

ω
, (99b)

‖W j

λ,µ,ω,ν
(t)‖Cx

≤ Mµb, ‖W j

λ,µ,ω,ν
(t)‖

W
1,p̃
x
≤ M

λµ + ν

µ1+ǫ
. (99c)
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Finally, for every i 6= j,

Θi
λ,µ,ω,νW

j

λ,µ,ω,ν
= 0 (100)

and

∂tQ
j

λ,µ,ω,ν
+ div(Θ

j

λ,µ,ω,ν
W

j

λ,µ,ω,ν
) = 0. (101)

Proof of Lemma 4.3. This is essentially [47, Proposition 4.4]. The only difference is that because we have

diffusion, we considered ǫ in (97) differently from [47, Equation (4.11)] following [47, p. 1106]. Therefore,

the only claim that requires verification is the second inequality of (99c) as it involves ǫ. We prove it in the

Appendix B for completeness. �

We now start the definition of perturbations which will differ from [47]. We denote by R
j

l
the j-th

component of Rl for j ∈ {1, . . . , d}; i.e.,

Rl(t, x) = (R0 ∗x φl ∗x ϕl)(t, x) =

d∑

j=1

R
j

l
(t, x)e j. (102)

We define

θ1(t, x) , θ0(t, x) + ϑ(t, x) + ϑc(t) + q(t, x) + qc(t), (103a)

u1(t, x) , u0(t, x) + w(t, x) + wc(t, x), (103b)

where

ϑ(t, x) , η

d∑

j=1

χ j(t, x)sgn(R
j

l
(t, x))|R j

l
(t, x)|

1
pΘ

j

λ,µ,ω,ν
(t, x), (104a)

w(t, x) , η−1
d∑

j=1

χ j(t, x)|R j

l
(t, x)|

1
p′ W

j

λ,µ,ω,ν
(t, x), (104b)

q(t, x) ,

d∑

j=1

χ2
j(t, x)R

j

l
(t, x)Q

j

λ,µ,ω,ν
(t, x). (104c)

Let us describe χ j, ϑc, qc, and wc. First, χ j is a cut-off function such that

χ j : R≥0 × Td 7→ [0, 1] and χ j(t, x) =






0 if |R j

l
(t, x)| ≤ δ

4d
M0(t),

1 if |R j

l
(t, x)| ≥ δ

2d
M0(t).

(105)

Additionally, let us define

a j(t, x) , ηχ j(t, x)sgn(R
j

l
(t, x))|R j

l
(t, x)|

1
p , b j(t, x) , η−1χ j(t, x)|R j

l
(t, x)|

1
p′ (106)

so that

a j(t, x)b j(t, x) = χ2
j(t, x)R

j

l
(t, x) (107)

and

ϑ(t) =

d∑

j=1

a j(t)Θ
j(t), w(t) =

d∑

j=1

b j(t)W
j(t), and q(t) =

d∑

j=1

a j(t)b j(t)Q
j(t). (108)

Moreover, a j, b j satisfy due to (105)

‖a j(t)‖Lp
x
≤ η‖R j

l
(t)‖

1
p

L1
x

and ‖b j(t)‖Lp′
x
≤ η−1‖R j

l
(t)‖

1
p′

L1
x

. (109)

We note that because θ0 is mean-zero by hypothesis, by defining

ϑc(t) , −
?

Td

ϑ(t, x)dx and qc(t) , −
?

Td

q(t, x)dx, (110)

we see that θ1(t, x) in (103) is mean-zero for all t. Moreover, we can compute

∇ · w(t, x)
(108)
= ∇ ·





d∑

j=1

b j(t, x)W j(t, x)





(71)(68)
=

d∑

j=1

∇(b j(t, x)( ˜̺
j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

) · ψ j
ν(x)e j (111)
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because ∇ · (ψ j
νe j) = 0 due to (68). Thus, if we define

wc(t, x) , −
d∑

j=1

RN( f j(t, x), ψ
j
ν(x)e j), f j(t, x) , ∇(b j(t, x)( ˜̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

(x)), (112)

which is well-defined by Definition 3.2 because ψ
j
ν is mean-zero by (67), then

∇ · wc(t, x)
(53)(111)
= −∇ · w(t, x) (113)

and thus because u0 is divergence-free by hypothesis,

∇ · u1 = 0 (114)

as desired; we note that N ∈ N in (112) will be chosen subsequently.

Lemma 4.4. For all j ∈ {1, . . . , d} and t ∈ [0, TL], a j, b j in (106) satisfy

‖a j(t)‖L∞x . η‖R0‖
1
p

Ct,x
, ‖b j(t)‖L∞x . η−1‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, (115a)

‖a j(t)‖Cs
x
. ηl−(d+2)s(δM0(t))

1
p , ‖b j(t)‖Cs

x
. η−1l−(d+2)s(δM0(t))

1
p′ ∀ s ∈ N, (115b)

‖∂ta j(t)‖L∞x . ηl−(d+2)(δM0(t))
1
p , ‖∂tb j(t)‖L∞x . η−1l−(d+2)(δM0(t))

1
p′ . (115c)

Proof of Lemma 4.4. First, Young’s inequality for convolution gives for all t ∈ [0, TL],

‖a j(t)‖L∞x
(106)(105)
≤ η‖R j

l
(t)‖

1
p

L∞x
. η‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
. (116)

Similarly, we can estimate for all t ∈ [0, TL],

‖b j(t)‖L∞x
(106)(105)
≤ η−1‖R j

l
(t)‖

1
p′

L∞x
. η−1‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
.

Next, we rely on Wr+d+1,1(Td) →֒ Wr,∞(Td) for all r ∈ N0, chain rule estimate in Hölder space (e.g., [8,

Equation (130)]) and the lower bound of |R j

l
(t, x)| > δ

4d
M0(t) in the support of χ j due to (105) to estimate

for all s ∈ N, all t ∈ [0, TL], and all λ ∈ N sufficiently large

‖a j(t)‖Cs
x

(105)
. η[‖R j

l
(t)‖

1
p

W
d+1,1
x

+ [(δM0(t))
1
p
−1‖R j

l
(t)‖W s+d+1,1

x
+ (M0(t)δ)

1
p
−s‖R j

l
(t)‖s

W
d+2,1
x

]]

(78)
. η[l−(d+1) 1

p (M0(t)δ)
1
p + [(δM0(t))

1
p
−1l−s−d−1δM0(t) + (M0(t)δ)

1
p
−sl−(d+2)s(δM0(t))s]]

.η(δM0(t))
1
p l−(d+2)s. (117)

Similarly, for all s ∈ N, all t ∈ [0, TL], and all λ ∈ N sufficiently large

‖b j(t)‖Cs
x

(105)
. η−1[‖R j

l
(t)‖

1
p′

W
d+1,1
x

+ [(δM0(t))
1
p′ −1‖R j

l
(t)‖W s+d+1,1

x
+ (M0(t)δ)

1
p′ −s‖R j

l
(t)‖s

W
d+2,1
x

]]

(78)
. η−1[l

−(d+1) 1
p′ (M0(t)δ)

1
p′ + [(δM0(t))

1
p′ −1

l−s−d−1δM0(t) + (M0(t)δ)
1
p′ −s

l−(d+2)s(δM0(t))s]]

.η−1(δM0(t))
1
p′ l−(d+2)s. (118)

Finally, for all t ∈ [0, TL], and all λ ∈ N sufficiently large,

‖∂ta j(t)‖L∞x
(106)(105)
. η[‖R j

l
(t)‖

1
p

W
d+1,1
x

+ ‖∂tR
j

l
(t)‖Wd+1,1

x
(δM0(t))−1+ 1

p ]

(78)
. η[l−

d+1
p (δM0(t))

1
p + l−(d+2)δM0(t)(δM0(t))−1+ 1

p ] . ηl−(d+2)(δM0(t))
1
p

and similarly

‖∂tb j(t)‖L∞x
(106)(105)
. η−1[‖R j

l
(t)‖

1
p′

W
d+1,1
x

+ ‖∂tR
j

l
(t)‖Wd+1,1

x
(δM0(t))

−1+ 1
p′ ]
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(78)
. η−1[l

− d+1
p′ (δM0(t))

1
p′ + l−(d+2)δM0(t)(δM0(t))

−1+ 1
p′ ] . η−1l−(d+2)(δM0(t))

1
p′ .

�

With Lemma 4.4 in hand, we can now start various necessary estimates.

Lemma 4.5. There exist constants C = C(p) ≥ 0 with which ϑ, q,w in (104), ϑc and qc in (110) satisfy for

all t ∈ [0, TL]

‖ϑ(t)‖Lp
x
≤ Mη

2
(2δM0(t))

1
p +

C

λ
1
p

ηl−(d+2)(δM0(t))
1
p , (119a)

‖q(t)‖Lp
x
≤ Cl−(d+1)δM0(t)µbω−1, (119b)

|ϑc(t)| ≤ Cη‖R0‖
1
p

Ct,x
µ−b and |qc(t)| ≤ C‖R0‖Ct,x

ω−1, (119c)

‖w(t)‖
L

p′
x
≤ M

2η
(2δM0(t))

1
p′ +

C

λ
1
p′
η−1l−(d+2)(δM0(t))

1
p′ , (119d)

‖w(t)‖
W

1,p̃
x
≤ Cη−1l−(d+2)(δM0(t))

1
p′
λµ + ν

µ1+ǫ
. (119e)

Furthermore, for any k, h ∈ N0 and r ∈ [1,∞], there exists a constant C ≥ 0 with which for all j ∈
{1, . . . , d}, f j in (112) satisfies for all t ∈ [0, TL]

‖DkDh f j(t)‖Lr
x
≤ Cη−1(δM0(t))

1
p′ l−(d+2)(k+h+1)(λµ)k+h+1µb− d

r (120)

where Dk is defined in Definition 3.1. Consequently, there exist constants C = C(p′, p̃,N) ≥ 0 with which

wc in (112) satisfies for all t ∈ [0, TL]

‖wc(t)‖
L

p′
x
≤ Cη−1(δM0(t))

1
p′ [

N∑

k=1

(

λµl−(d+2)

ν

)k

+
(λµl−(d+2))N+1

νN
], (121a)

‖wc(t)‖
W

1,p̃
x
≤ Cη−1 (δM0(t))

1
p′ [λµl−(d+2) + ν]

µ1+ǫ
[

N∑

k=1

(

l−(d+2)λµ

ν

)k

+
(l−(d+2)λµ)N+1

νN
]. (121b)

Proof of Lemma 4.5. First, because Θ j(t, x) = ̺
j
µ(λ(x − ωte j))ψ

j(νx) due to (71) for ν ∈ λN due to (70),

(45) is applicable, allowing us to estimate

‖ϑ(t)‖Lp
x

(108)(45)(44)
≤

d∑

j=1

‖a j(t)‖Lp
x
‖Θ j(t)‖Lp

x
+

C

λ
1
p

‖a j(t)‖C1
x
‖Θ j(t)‖Lp

x

(99a)(109)(115b)
≤

d∑

j=1

η‖R j

l
(t)‖

1
p

L1
x

(
M

2d
) +

C

λ
1
p

ηl−(d+2)(δM0(t))
1
p (

M

2d
)

≤Mη

2
(2δM0(t))

1
p +

C

λ
1
p

ηl−(d+2)(δM0(t))
1
p ,

where in the last inequality we used the Young’s inequality as follows. Because M0(t) is strictly increasing,

the assumptions that ‖R0(t)‖L1
x
≤ 2δM0(t) for all t ∈ [0, TL] due to (78) and φl and ϕl both have mass one

imply

‖Rl(t)‖L1
x

(96)
≤ sup

s∈[0,t]
‖R0(s, x)‖L1

x
‖ϕl‖L1

t

(78)
≤ 2δM0(t). (122)

Second, we can directly estimate for all t ∈ [0, TL]

‖q(t)‖Lp
x

(104)(105)
≤

d∑

j=1

‖R j

l
(t)‖L∞x ‖Q j(t)‖Lp

x

(99a)(78)
≤ Cl−(d+1)δM0(t)µbω−1. (123)

Third, for all t ∈ [0, TL] we can compute using Hölder’s inequality

|ϑc(t)|
(110)
≤ ‖ϑ(t)‖L1

x

(108)
≤

d∑

j=1

‖a j(t)‖L∞x ‖Θ j(t)‖L1
x

(115a)(99b)
≤ Cη‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
µ−b. (124)
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Similarly via (110), (108), (115a), and (99b), for all t ∈ [0, TL], by Hölder’s inequality

|qc(t)| ≤ ‖q(t)‖L1
x
≤

d∑

j=1

‖a j(t)‖L∞x ‖b j(t)‖L∞x ‖Q j(t)‖L1
x
≤ C‖R0‖Ct,x

ω−1. (125)

Fourth, similarly to (119a), because W j(t) = ˜̺
j
µ(λ(x − ωte j))ψ

j(νx)e j due to (71) for ν ∈ λN due to (70),

(45) is applicable, allowing us to estimate for all t ∈ [0, TL],

‖w(t)‖
L

p′
x

(108)(45)(44)
≤

d∑

j=1

‖b j(t)‖Lp′
x
‖W j(t)‖

L
p′
x
+

C

λ
1
p′
‖b j(t)‖C1

x
‖W j(t)‖

L
p′
x

(109)(99a)(115b)
.

d∑

j=1

η−1‖R j

l
(t)‖

1
p′

L1
x

(
M

2d
) +

C

λ
1
p′
η−1l−(d+2)(δM0(t))

1
p′ (

M

2d
)

(78)
≤ M

2η
(2δM0(t))

1
p′ +

C

λ
1
p′
η−1l−(d+2)(δM0(t))

1
p′

by Young’s inequality for convolution similarly to (122). Fifth, we compute for all t ∈ [0, TL]

‖w(t)‖
W

1,p̃
x

(108)
.

d∑

j=1

‖b j(t)‖C1
x
‖W j(t)‖

W
1,p̃
x

(115b)(99c)
≤ Cη−1l−(d+2)(δM0(t))

1
p′
λµ + ν

µ1+ǫ
. (126)

Sixth, we compute for all t ∈ [0, TL]

‖DkDh f j(t)‖Lr
x

(47)(112)
. ‖b j(t)‖Ck+h+1

x
‖( ˜̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

‖Wk+h+1,r
x

(63)(44)(115b)
. [η−1l−(d+2)(k+h+1)(δM0(t))

1
p′ ]λk+h+1‖ ˜̺ j

µ‖Wk+h+1,r
x

(64)(59)
= Cη−1(δM0(t))

1
p′ l−(d+2)(k+h+1)(λµ)k+h+1µb− d

r . (127)

Seventh, we compute for all t ∈ [0, TL]

‖wc(t)‖
L

p′
x

(112)(56b)
≤

d∑

j=1

Cd,p′ ,N‖ψ‖L∞




N−1∑

k=0

ν−k−1‖Dk f j(t)‖Lp′
x
+ ν−N‖DN f j(t)‖Lp′

x





(120)
.

N−1∑

k=0

ν−k−1η−1(δM0(t))
1
p′ l−(d+2)(k+1)(λµ)k+1µ

b− d
p′

+ ν−Nη−1(δM0(t))
1
p′ l−(d+2)(N+1)(λµ)N+1µ

b− d
p′

(60)
≤ Cη−1(δM0(t))

1
p′ [

N∑

k=1

(

λµl−(d+2)

ν

)k

+
(λµl−(d+2))N+1

νN
]. (128)

Eighth, by definition, ‖wc(t)‖
W

1,p̃
x
= ‖wc(t)‖

L
p̃
x
+ ‖Dwc(t)‖

L
p̃
x
. First,

b − d

p̃

(60)
=

d

p′
− d

p̃
= −(

d

p̃
− d

p′
− 1) − 1

(97)
< −ǫ − 1 (129)

and µ≫ λ due to (70) and therefore µb− d
p̃ ≤ µ−ǫ−1. Therefore, we can repeat the computation in (128) with

p′ replaced by p̃ and use the fact that λµl−(d+2) + ν ≫ 1 de to (70) and (94) to bound ‖wc(t)‖
L

p̃
x

by the r.h.s.

of (121b). On the other hand, for all t ∈ [0, TL] we can compute using (54)

‖Dwc(t)‖
L

p̃
x

(56b)
.

d∑

j=1

‖ψ j‖L∞




N−1∑

k=0

ν−k−1‖DkD f j(t)‖Lp̃
x
+ ν−N‖DN D f j(t)‖Lp̃

x





+ ν‖Dψ j‖L∞




N−1∑

k=0

ν−k−1‖Dk f j(t)‖Lp̃
x
+ ν−N‖DN f j(t)‖Lp̃

x
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(120)(129)
≤ Cη−1 (δM0(t))

1
p′ [λµl−(d+2) + ν]

µ1+ǫ
[

N∑

k=1

(

l−(d+2)λµ

ν

)k

+
(l−(d+2)λµ)N+1

νN
]. (130)

�

Next, we define the new defect R1 using (19) as follows:

− divR1 (131)

(19)(103)
= − divR0

+ ∂t[ϑ + ϑc + q + qc] + div(θ0(w + wc)) + div((ϑ + q)u0) + div((ϑ + q)(w + wc))

+ (ϑc + qc) div(u0 + w + wc)
︸               ︷︷               ︸

(103)
= divu1

(114)
= 0

+div(z(w + wc)) − ∆(ϑ + q)

= ∂t(q + qc) + div(ϑw − Rl)
︸                           ︷︷                           ︸

divRtime,1+divRquadr+divRχ

+ ∂t(ϑ + ϑc) + div(θ0w + ϑu0) − ∆(ϑ + q)
︸                                              ︷︷                                              ︸

divRtime,2+divRlin

+ div(q(u0 + w))
︸            ︷︷            ︸

divRq

+ div((θ0 + ϑ + q + z)wc)
︸                       ︷︷                       ︸

divRcorr,1

+ div(zw)
︸  ︷︷  ︸

divRcorr,2

+ div(Rl − R0)
︸         ︷︷         ︸

divRmoll

for Rtime,1,Rquadr,Rχ,Rtime,2,Rlin,Rq,Rcorr,1,Rcorr,2, and Rmoll to be defined subsequently. Thus, we have

defined

− R1 , Rtime,1 + Rquadr + Rχ + Rtime,2 + Rlin + Rq + Rcorr,1 + Rcorr,2 + Rmoll. (132)

4.1.1. Estimates on ∂t(q+qc)+div(ϑw−Rl) = divRtime,1 +divRquadr +divRχ in (131). We first observe that

ϑ(t, x)w(t, x)
(108)
= (

d∑

j=1

a j(t, x)Θ j(t, x))(

d∑

k=1

bk(t, x)Wk(t, x))

(100)
=

d∑

j=1

a j(t, x)b j(t, x)Θ j(t, x)W j(t, x). (133)

Relying on (133) gives us

div(ϑw) =

d∑

j=1

a jb jdiv(Θ jW j) + ∇(a jb j) · Θ jW j. (134)

On the other hand, by setting

Rχ , −
d∑

j=1

(1 − χ2
j)R

j

l
e j, (135)

we see that

− divRl

(102)
= −div[

d∑

j=1

(1 − χ2
j)R

j

l
e j + χ

2
j R

j

l
e j]

(135)(107)
= divRχ −

d∑

j=1

∇(a jb j) · e j. (136)

These lead us to

div(ϑw − Rl)
(134)(136)
=

d∑

j=1

a jb jdiv(Θ jW j) + ∇(a jb j) · Θ jW j + divRχ −
d∑

j=1

∇(a jb j) · e j

=

d∑

j=1

a jb jdiv(Θ jW j)

+ ∇(a jb j) · [Θ jW j − e j] −
?

Td

∇(a jb j) · [Θ jW j − e j]dx

+

?

Td

∇(a jb j) · [Θ jW j − e j]dx + divRχ. (137)
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On the other hand,

∂t(q + qc)
(108)
=

d∑

j=1

a jb j∂tQ
j + ∂t(a jb j)Q

j −
?

Td

∂t(a jb j)Q
jdx

+

?

Td

∂t(a jb j)Q
jdx + q′c. (138)

Summing (137)-(138) gives us

∂t(q + qc) + div(ϑw − Rl)

(137)(138)
=

d∑

j=1

a jb j[∂tQ
j + div(Θ jW j)] (139a)

+ [∂t(a jb j)Q
j −

?

Td

∂t(a jb j)Q
jdx] (139b)

+ ∇(a jb j) · [Θ jW j − e j] −
?

Td

∇(a jb j) · [Θ jW j − e j]dx + divRχ (139c)

+

?

Td

∂t(a jb j)Q
jdx +

?

Td

∇(a jb j) · [Θ jW j − e j]dx + q′c. (139d)

Here, (139a) vanishes due to (101) while (139d) also vanishes due to
?

Td

∂t(a jb j)Q
jdx +

?

Td

∇(a jb j) · [Θ jW j − e j]dx + q′c

(110)(108)
=

?

Td

∇(a jb j) · Θ jW jdx −
?

Td

a jb j∂tQ
jdx

(101)
= 0. (140)

Thus, we conclude from (139) that

∂t(q + qc) + div(ϑw − Rl) =

d∑

j=1

[∂t(a jb j)Q
j −

?

Td

∂t(a jb j)Q
jdx] (141)

+∇(a jb j) · [Θ jW j − e j] −
?

Td

∇(a jb j) · [Θ jW j − e j]dx + divRχ,

where we can further compute

∇(a jb j) · [Θ jW j − e j]
(71)
= ∇(a jb j) · [(̺ j

µ ˜̺
j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

(ψ
j
ν)

2 − 1]e j (142)

=∂ j(a jb j)[(̺
j
µ ˜̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

((ψ j)2 − 1)ν + (̺
j
µ ˜̺

j
µ − 1)λ ◦ τωte j

].

Thus, we define

Rtime,1 ,

d∑

j=1

D−1(∂t(a jb j)Q
j −

?

Td

∂t(a jb j)Q
jdx) (143)

so that becauseD−1 = ∇∆−1 according to (47) we obtain

divRtime,1 (143)(47)
=

d∑

j=1

∂t(a jb j)Q
j −

?

Td

∂t(a jb j)Q
jdx. (144)

Additionally, we define

Rquadr , Rquadr,1 + Rquadr,2, (145)

where

Rquadr,1 ,

d∑

j=1

R1(∂ j(a jb j)(̺
j
µ ˜̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

, ((ψ j)2 − 1)ν), (146a)

Rquadr,2
,

d∑

j=1

R1(∂ j(a jb j), (̺
j
µ ˜̺

j
µ − 1)λ ◦ τωte j

); (146b)
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both Rquadr,1 and Rquadr,2 are well-defined by Definition 3.2 because
>

Td ((ψ j)2 − 1)νdx = 0 due to (67) and
>

Td (̺
j
µ ˜̺

j
µ − 1)λ ◦ τωte j

dx = 0 due to (65). We see that Rquadr defined in (145)-(146) satisfies

divRquadr (145)(146)
= div(

d∑

j=1

R1(∂ j(a jb j)(̺
j
µ ˜̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

, ((ψ j)2 − 1)ν)

+ R1(∂ j(a jb j), (̺
j
µ ˜̺

j
µ − 1)λ ◦ τωte j

))

(53)(142)
=

d∑

j=1

∇(a jb j) · [Θ jW j − e j] −
?

Td

∇(a jb j) · [Θ jW j − e j]dx. (147)

Therefore, by applying (144) and (147) to (141) we conclude that ∂t(q + qc) + div(ϑw − Rl) = divRtime,1 +

divRquadr + divRχ as claimed.

Lemma 4.6. There exist constants C = C(d) ≥ 0 with which Rχ in (135), Rtime,1 in (143), and Rquadr in

(145) satisfy for all t ∈ [0, TL]

‖Rχ(t)‖L1
x
≤ δM0(t)

2
, (148a)

‖Rtime,1(t)‖L1
x
≤ Cω−1l−(d+2) max{(δM0(t))

1
p ‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, (δM0(t))

1
p′ ‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
}, (148b)

‖Rquadr(t)‖L1
x
≤ C

(

λµ

ν
+

1

λ

)

l−(d+2)2 max{(δM0(t))
1
p ‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, (δM0(t))

1
p′ ‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
}. (148c)

Proof of Lemma 4.6. First, we compute

‖Rχ(t)‖L1
x

(135)
≤

d∑

j=1

∫

supp(1−χ2
j
)(t)

|R j

l
(t, x)|dx

(105)
≤ δM0(t)

2
. (149)

Second, we compute

‖Rtime,1(t)‖L1
x

(143)(51)
.

d∑

j=1

(‖∂ta j(t)‖L∞x ‖b j(t)‖L∞x + ‖a j(t)‖L∞x ‖∂tb j(t)‖L∞x )‖Q j(t)‖L1
x

(115a)(115c)(99b)
. [ηl−(d+2)(δM0(t))

1
p η−1‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
+ η‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
η−1l−(d+2)(δM0(t))

1
p′ ](

M

ω
)

≤Cω−1l−(d+2) max{(δM0(t))
1
p ‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, (δM0(t))

1
p′ ‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
}.

Third, we compute

‖Rquadr,1(t)‖L1
x

(146)(56b)
. ν−1

d∑

j=1

‖∂ j(a jb j)(t)‖L∞x ‖(̺
j
µ ˜̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

‖L1
x
+ ‖∂ j(a jb j)(t)‖C1

x
‖(̺ j

µ ˜̺
j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

‖W1,1
x

(44)(63)
. ν−1

d∑

j=1

(‖a j(t)‖C2
x
‖b j(t)‖L∞x + ‖a j(t)‖L∞x ‖b j(t)‖C2

x
)(‖̺ j

µ ˜̺
j
µ‖L1

x
+ λ‖̺ j

µ ˜̺
j
µ‖W1,1

x
)

(115a)(115b)
. ν−1(η(δM0(t))

1
p l−(d+2)2η−1‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
+ η‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
η−1(δM0(t))

1
p′ l−(d+2)2)

× [‖̺ j
µ‖L2‖ ˜̺ j

µ‖L2 + λ(‖̺ j
µ‖W1,2‖ ˜̺ j

µ‖L2 + ‖̺ j
µ‖L2‖ ˜̺ j

µ‖W1,2 ]

(64)(60)
.

(
λµ

ν

)

l−(d+2)2 max{(δM0(t))
1
p ‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, (δM0(t))

1
p′ ‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
}. (150)

On the other hand,

‖Rquadr,2(t)‖L1
x

(146)(56a)
.

d∑

j=1

‖(̺ j
µ ˜̺

j
µ − 1) ◦ τωte j

‖L1
x
(λ−1‖∂ j(a jb j)(t)‖L∞x + λ−1‖D∂ j(a jb j)(t)‖L∞x )
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(63)
.

d∑

j=1

‖̺ j
µ ˜̺

j
µ − 1‖L1λ−1(‖a j(t)‖C2

x
‖b j(t)‖L∞x + ‖a j(t)‖L∞x ‖b j(t)‖C2

x
)

(115a)(115b)
.

d∑

j=1

(‖̺ j
µ‖L2‖ ˜̺ j

µ‖L2 + 1)λ−1l−(d+2)2 max{(δM0(t))
1
p ‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, (δM0(t))

1
p′ ‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
}

(64)(60)
. λ−1l−(d+2)2 max{(δM0(t))

1
p ‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, (δM0(t))

1
p′ ‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
}. (151)

Therefore, we conclude (148c) from (145), (150), and (151). �

4.1.2. Estimates on ∂t(ϑ + ϑc) + div(θ0w + ϑu0) − ∆(ϑ + q) = divRtime,2 + divRlin in (131). We compute

∂t(ϑ + ϑc)+div(θ0w + ϑu0) − ∆(ϑ + q)
(108)
=

d∑

j=1

a j∂tΘ
j −

?

Td

a j∂tΘ
jdx

+ ∂ta jΘ
j −

?

Td

∂ta jΘ
jdx + div(θ0w + ϑu0) − ∆(ϑ + q) (152)

due to

d∑

j=1

?

Td

a j∂tΘ
jdx +

?

Td

∂ta jΘ
jdx + ϑ′c

(110)
= ∂t

d∑

j=1

?

Td

a jΘ
jdx −

?

Td

ϑ′dx
(108)
= 0.

Thus, we define

Rlin ,

d∑

j=1

D−1((∂ta j)Θ
j −

?

Td

(∂ta j)Θ
jdx) + θ0w + ϑu0 − ∇(ϑ + q), (153a)

Rtime,2 , −λω
d∑

j=1

RN (a j(∂ j̺
j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

, ψ
j
ν) (153b)

where (153b) is well-defined because
>

Td ψ
j
ν(x)dx = 0 due to (67). It follows that

divRlin (153a)(47)
=

d∑

j=1

(∂ta j)Θ
j −

?

Td

(∂ta j)Θ
jdx + div(θ0w + ϑu0) − ∆(ϑ + q), (154a)

divRtime,2 (153b)(53)
= − λω

d∑

j=1

[a j(∂ j̺
j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

ψ
j
ν −

?

Td

a j(∂ j̺
j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

ψ
j
νdx]

(72)
=

d∑

j=1

(a j∂tΘ
j −

?

Td

a j∂tΘ
jdx). (154b)

Considering (154a)-(154b) in (152), we conclude that ∂t(ϑ+ϑc)+ div(θ0w+ϑu0)−∆(ϑ+ q) = divRtime,2 +

divRlin.

Lemma 4.7. There exist constants C ≥ 0 with which Rlin in (153a) and Rtime,2 in (153b) satisfy for all

t ∈ [0, TL]

‖Rlin(t)‖L1
x
≤ C(µ−a‖θ0‖Ct,x

η−1‖R0‖
1
p′

Ct,x
+ µ−bη[‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
‖u0‖Ct,x

+ (δM0(t))
1
p l−(d+2)]

+ [η‖R0‖
1
p

Ct,x
µ−b + ‖R0‖Ct,x

ω−1][λµ + ν]

+ l−(d+2) max{(δM0(t))
1
p ‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, (δM0(t))

1
p′ ‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
}ω−1), (155a)

‖Rtime,2(t)‖L1
x
≤ C

(

ω

µb

)

η(δM0(t))
1
p





N∑

k=1

(
λµ

ν

)k

l−(d+2)(k−1) +
(λµ)N+1

νN
l−(d+2)N



 . (155b)
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Proof of Lemma 4.7. First, we compute

‖
d∑

j=1

D−1((∂ta j)Θ
j −

?

Td

(∂ta j)Θ
jdx)(t)‖L1

x

(51)
.

d∑

j=1

‖(∂ta j(t))Θ
j(t) −

?

Td

(∂ta j(t))Θ
j(t)dx‖L1

x

(115c)(99b)
. ηl−(d+2)(δM0(t))

1
p µ−b. (156)

On the other hand,

‖(θ0w + ϑu0)(t)‖L1
x

(108)
≤

d∑

j=1

‖θ0(t)‖L∞x ‖b j(t)‖L∞x ‖W j(t)‖L1
x
+ ‖a j(t)‖L∞x ‖Θ j(t)‖L1

x
‖u0(t)‖L∞x

(115a)(99b)
. µ−a‖θ0‖Ct,x

η−1‖R0‖
1
p′

Ct,x
+ µ−b‖u0‖Ct,x

η‖R0‖
1
p

Ct,x
. (157)

Finally, we estimate

‖∇(ϑ + q)(t)‖L1
x

(158)

(108)
.

d∑

j=1

‖∇a j(t)‖L∞x ‖Θ j(t)‖L1
x
+ ‖a j(t)‖L∞x ‖∇Θ j(t)‖L1

x

+ (‖∇a j(t)‖L∞x ‖b j(t)‖L∞x + ‖a j(t)‖L∞x ‖∇b j(t)‖L∞x )‖Q j(t)‖L1
x
+ ‖a j(t)‖L∞x ‖b j(t)‖L∞x ‖∇Q j(t)‖L1

x

(115a)(115b)(99b)(71)
.

d∑

j=1

ηl−(d+2)(δM0(t))
1
p µ−b

+ η‖R0‖
1
p

Ct,x
[‖∇((̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

)‖L1
x
‖ψ j

ν‖L∞ + ‖(̺ j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

‖L1
x
‖∇ψ j

ν‖L∞ ]

+ l−(d+2) max{(δM0(t))
1
p ‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, (δM0(t))

1
p′ ‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
}ω−1

+ ‖R0‖Ct,x
ω−1[‖∇((̺

j
µ ˜̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

)‖L1
x
‖ψ j

ν‖2L∞ + ‖(̺
j
µ ˜̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

‖L1
x
‖∇ψ j

ν‖L∞‖ψ j
ν‖L∞ ]

(44)(63)(64)
. ηl−(d+2)(δM0(t))

1
p µ−b + η‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
[λµa−d+1‖∇̺‖L1

x
+ µa−d‖̺‖L1

x
ν]

+ l−(d+2) max{(δM0(t))
1
p ‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, (δM0(t))

1
p′ ‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
}ω−1

+ ‖R0‖Ct,x
ω−1[λ‖∇̺ j

µ‖L2 ‖ ˜̺ j
µ‖L2 + λ‖̺ j

µ‖L2 ‖∇ ˜̺
j
µ‖L2 + ‖̺ j

µ‖L2 ‖ ˜̺ j
µ‖L2ν]

(64)(60)
. ηl−(d+2)(δM0(t))

1
p µ−b + [η‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
µ−b + ‖R0‖Ct,x

ω−1][λµ + ν]

+ l−(d+2) max{(δM0(t))
1
p ‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, (δM0(t))

1
p′ ‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
}ω−1.

Thus, we conclude (155a) from (153a), (156), (157), and (158). Second, we compute

‖Rtime,2(t)‖L1
x

(153b)(56b)
. λω

d∑

j=1

(

N−1∑

k=0

ν−k−1‖a j(t)(∂ j̺
j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

‖Wk,1
x
+ ν−N‖a j(t)(∂ j̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

‖WN,1
x

)

(63)(44)(115b)
. λω

d∑

j=1

(

N−1∑

k=0

ν−k−1η(δM0(t))
1
p l−(d+2)kλk‖∂ j̺

j
µ‖Wk,1

+ ν−Nη(δM0(t))
1
p l−(d+2)NλN‖∂ j̺

j
µ‖WN,1 )

(64)(60)
≤ C

(

ω

µb

)

η(δM0(t))
1
p





N∑

k=1

(
λµ

ν

)k

l−(d+2)(k−1) +
(λµ)N+1

νN
l−(d+2)N



 . (159)

�
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4.1.3. Estimates on div(q(u0 + w)) = divRq in (131). We define

Rq , q(u0 + w). (160)

Lemma 4.8. There exists a constant C ≥ 0 with which Rq defined in (160) satisfies for all t ∈ [0, TL]

‖Rq(t)‖L1
x
≤ Cω−1‖R0‖Ct,x

(‖u0‖Ct,x
+ η−1‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
µb). (161)

Proof of Lemma 4.8. We compute

‖Rq(t)‖L1
x

(160)
≤ ‖q(t)‖L1

x
(‖u0(t)‖L∞x + ‖w(t)‖L∞x )

(108)
≤

d∑

j=1

‖a j(t)‖L∞x ‖b j(t)‖L∞x ‖Q j(t)‖L1
x
(‖u0‖Ct,x

+

d∑

k=1

‖bk(t)‖L∞x ‖Wk(t)‖L∞x )

(115a)(99b)(99c)
≤ Cω−1‖R0‖Ct,x

(‖u0‖Ct,x
+ η−1‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
µb). (162)

�

4.1.4. Estimates on div((θ0 + ϑ + q + z)wc) = divRcorr,1 in (131). We define

Rcorr,1 , (θ0 + ϑ + q + z)wc. (163)

Lemma 4.9. There exists a constant C ≥ 0 with which Rcorr,1 defined in (163) satisfies for all t ∈ [0, TL]

‖Rcorr,1(t)‖L1
x
≤C

(

‖θ0‖Ct L
p
x
+ η(δM0(t))

1
p [1 + λ−

1
p l−(d+2)] + l−(d+1)δM0(t)

(

µb

ω

)

+ L
1
4

)

× η−1(δM0(t))
1
p′ [

N∑

k=1

(

λµl−(d+2)

ν

)k

+
(λµl−(d+2))N+1

νN
]. (164)

Proof of Lemma 4.9. We compute for all t ∈ [0, TL]

‖Rcorr,1(t)‖L1
x

(163)
≤ (‖θ0(t)‖Lp

x
+ ‖ϑ(t)‖Lp

x
+ ‖q(t)‖Lp

x
+ ‖z(t)‖Lp

x
)‖wc(t)‖

L
p′
x

(75)(119)(121a)
≤ C

(

‖θ0‖Ct L
p
x
+ η(δM0(t))

1
p [1 + λ−

1
p l−(d+2)] + l−(d+1)δM0(t)µbω−1 + L

1
4

)

× η−1(δM0(t))
1
p′ [

N∑

k=1

(

λµl−(d+2)

ν

)k

+
(λµl−(d+2))N+1

νN
]. (165)

�

4.1.5. Estimates on div(zw) = divRcorr,2 in (131). We define

Rcorr,2 , zw. (166)

Lemma 4.10. There exists a constant C ≥ 0 with which Rcorr,2 defined in (166) satisfies for all t ∈ [0, TL]

‖Rcorr,2(t)‖L1
x
≤ Cµ−1L

1
4 η−1‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
. (167)

Proof of Lemma 4.10. We compute for all t ∈ [0, TL]

‖Rcorr,2(t)‖L1
x

(75)(108)
. L

1
4

d∑

j=1

‖b j(t)‖L∞x ‖W j(t)‖L1
x

(115a)(99b)
≤ Cµ−aL

1
4 η−1‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
. (168)

�
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4.1.6. Estimates on div(Rl − R0) = divRmoll in (131). We define

Rmoll , Rl − R0. (169)

Lemma 4.11. There exists a constant C ≥ 0 with which Rmoll defined in (169) satisfies for all t ∈ [0, TL]

‖Rmoll(t)‖L1
x
≤ Cl

1
2
−2̟(‖R0‖CtC

1
x
+ ‖R0‖

C
1
2
−2̟

t Cx

). (170)

Proof of Lemma 4.11. This follows from a standard property of mollifiers as l ≪ 1 and ̟ ∈ (0, 1
4
) and

taking λ ∈ N sufficiently large. �

We now choose the parameters in the order of

µ = λα such that α(ǫ) > 2ǫ−1, (171a)

ν = λγ for γ(α, ǫ) ∈ N such that α + 1 < γ < α(1 + ǫ), (171b)

β = β(b, α, γ) such that bα < β < bα + γ − (α + 1), (171c)

ω = λβ, (171d)

N(α, γ) ∈ N sufficiently large such that
N

N − 1
<

γ

1 + α
. (171e)

Lastly, we choose ι in (94). Before we do so, we observe that (97) and (60) imply that

ǫ + 1 < b and consequently γ < bα which in turn implies γ < β. (172)

With (171)-(172) in mind, we choose a positive real number ι such that

ι <min{
min{ 1

p
, 1

p′ }
d + 2

,
β − αb

2d + 3
,

1

d + 2

(
γN

N + 1
− 1 − α

)

, (173)

α(1 + ǫ) − γ
d + 2

,
γ − 1 − α

3d + 5
,

1

3d + 5
,

bα + γ − (β + 1 + α)

(d + 2)N
}.

Now by construction (θ1, u1,R1) solves (19). Moreover, due to the cut-offs χ j, θ1 and u1 defined in (103) are

in C∞t,x. On the other hand, R1 defined in (132) is in CtC
1
x ∩ C

1
2
−2δ

t Cx. Next, we need to verify (79a)-(79d).

We estimate

‖(θ1 − θ0)(t)‖Lp
x

(103)
≤ ‖ϑ(t)‖Lp

x
+ |ϑc(t)| + ‖q(t)‖Lp

x
+ |qc(t)| (174)

(119a)(119b)(119c)
≤ Mη

2
(2δM0(t))

1
p +

C

λ
1
p

ηl−(d+2)(δM0(t))
1
p

+Cη‖R0‖
1
p

Ct,x
µ−b + Cl−(d+1)δM0(t)µbω−1 +C‖R0‖Ct,x

ω−1

(94)(171)
≤ Mη

2
(2δM0(t))

1
p +C[λ−

1
p
+(d+2)ι(δM0(t))

1
p

+ η‖R0‖
1
p

Ct,x
λ−αb + λ(d+1)ιδM0(t)λαb−β + ‖R0‖Ct,x

λ−β].

Now we use the fact that

ι
(173)
<

min{ 1
p
, 1

p′ }
d + 2

≤ 1

p(d + 2)
, ι

(173)
<

β − αb

2d + 3
<
β − αb

d + 1
(175)

so that taking λ ∈ N sufficiently large gives us (79a) as desired. Next, we estimate

‖(u1 − u0)(t)‖
L

p′
x

(103)
≤ ‖w(t)‖

L
p′
x
+ ‖wc(t)‖

L
p′
x

(176)

(121a)(119d)
≤ M

2η
(2δM0(t))

1
p′ +

C

λ
1
p′
η−1l−(d+2)(δM0(t))

1
p′

+Cη−1(δM0(t))
1
p′ [

N∑

k=1

(

λµl−(d+2)

ν

)k

+
(λµl−(d+2))N+1

νN
]
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(94)(171)
≤ M

2η
(2δM0(t))

1
p′

+Cη−1(δM0(t))
1
p′ [λ

− 1
p′ +(d+2)ι

+ (

N∑

k=1

λ[1+α−γ+(d+2)ι]k + λ−γNλ[1+α+(d+2)ι](N+1))].

We now observe that

ι
(173)
<

min{ 1
p
, 1

p′ }
d + 2

≤ 1

p′(d + 2)
,

ι
(173)
<

γ − 1 − α
3d + 5

<
γ − 1 − α

d + 2
, ι

(173)
<

1

d + 2

(
γN

N + 1
− 1 − α

)

(177)

and therefore taking λ ∈ N sufficiently large gives us (79b). Next, we estimate

‖(u1 − u0)(t)‖
W

1,p̃
x

(103)
≤ ‖w(t)‖

W
1,p̃
x
+ ‖wc(t)‖

W
1,p̃
x

(178)

(119e)(121b)
. Cη−1l−(d+2)(δM0(t))

1
p′
λµ + ν

µ1+ǫ

+ η−1 (δM0(t))
1
p′ [λµl−(d+2) + ν]

µ1+ǫ
[

N∑

k=1

(

l−(d+2)λµ

ν

)k

+
(l−(d+2)λµ)N+1

νN
]

(94)(171)
. η−1(δM0(t))

1
p′ λ(d+2)ι λ

1+α + λγ

λα(1+ǫ)
[

N∑

k=1

λ[(d+2)ι+1+α−γ]k + λ−γN+[(d+2)ι+1+α](N+1)].

We observe that due to (173)

ι <
α(1 + ǫ) − γ

d + 2
, ι <

γ − 1 − α
3d + 5

<
γ − 1 − α

d + 2
, ι <

1

d + 2

(
γN

N + 1
− 1 − α

)

(179)

so that taking λ ∈ N sufficiently large gives us (79c). Next, to prove (79d), we realize that ‖Rχ(t)‖L1
x
≤ δM0(t)

2

due to (148a); thus, according to (132), it suffices to bound the L1
x-norm of Rtime,1 + Rquadr + Rtime,2 + Rlin +

Rq + Rcorr,1 + Rcorr,2 + Rmoll by δM0(t)
2

. We start with

‖Rtime,1(t)‖L1
x

(148b)
. ω−1l−(d+2) max{(δM0(t))

1
p ‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, (δM0(t))

1
p′ ‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
}

(171d)(94)
. λ−β+(d+2)ι max{(δM0(t))

1
p ‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, (δM0(t))

1
p′ ‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
} ≪ δM0(t) (180)

for λ ∈ N sufficiently large due to

ι
(173)
<

β − αb

2d + 3
<

β

d + 2
. (181)

Next, due to (171a), (171b), and (94)

‖Rquadr(t)‖L1
x

(148c)
.

(

λµ

ν
+

1

λ

)

l−(d+2)2 max{(δM0(t))
1
p ‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, (δM0(t))

1
p′ ‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
}

≈ (λ1+α−γ + λ−1)λ(d+2)2ι max{(δM0(t))
1
p ‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, (δM0(t))

1
p′ ‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
} ≪ δM0(t) (182)

for λ ∈ N sufficiently large due to

ι
(173)
<

γ − 1 − α
3d + 5

<
γ − 1 − α
(d + 2)2

, ι
(173)
<

1

3d + 5
<

1

(d + 2)2
.

Next,

‖Rtime,2(t)‖L1
x

(155b)
.

(

ω

µb

)

η(δM0(t))
1
p





N∑

k=1

(
λµ

ν

)k

l−(d+2)(k−1) +
(λµ)N+1

νN
l−(d+2)N



 (183)

(171)(94)
. λβ+1+α−(bα+γ)+(d+2)Nιη(δM0(t))

1
p [

N∑

k=1

λ(1+α−γ)(k−1) + λ(1+α)N−γ(N−1)] ≪ δM0(t)
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for λ ∈ N sufficiently large due to

1 + α − γ
(171b)
< 0, (1 + α)N − γ(N − 1)

(171e)
< 0, ι

(173)
<

bα + γ − (β + 1 + α)

(d + 2)N
.

Next,

‖Rlin(t)‖L1
x

(155a)
. µ−a‖θ0‖Ct,x

η−1‖R0‖
1
p′

Ct,x
+ µ−bη[‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
‖u0‖Ct,x

+ (δM0(t))
1
p l−(d+2)]

+ [η‖R0‖
1
p

Ct,x
µ−b + ‖R0‖Ct,x

ω−1][λµ + ν]

+ l−(d+2) max{(δM0(t))
1
p ‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, (δM0(t))

1
p′ ‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
}ω−1

(171)(94)
. λ−αa‖θ0‖Ct,x

η−1‖R0‖
1
p′

Ct,x
+ λ−αbη[‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
‖u0‖Ct,x

+ (δM0(t))
1
p λ(d+2)ι]

+ [η‖R0‖
1
p

Ct,x
λ−αb + ‖R0‖Ct,x

λ−β][λ1+α + λγ]

+ λ(d+2)ι max{(δM0(t))
1
p ‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, (δM0(t))

1
p′ ‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
}λ−β ≪ δM0(t) (184)

for λ ∈ N sufficiently large due to

ι
(173)
<

β − αb

2d + 3

(172)
<

β − γ
2d + 3

(171c)
<

bα − (α + 1)

2d + 3
<

αb

d + 2
, ι

(173)
<

β − αb

2d + 3
<

β

d + 2
,

max{−αb,−β} +max{1 + α, γ}
(171c)(171b)

≤ −αb + γ
(172)
< 0. (185)

Next,

‖Rq(t)‖L1
x

(161)
. ω−1‖R0‖Ct,x

(‖u0‖Ct,x
+ η−1‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
µb)

(171)
≈ λ−β‖R0‖Ct,x

(‖u0‖Ct,x
+ η−1‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
λαb) ≪ δM0(t) (186)

for λ ∈ N sufficiently large due to αb < β from (171c). Next,

‖Rcorr,1(t)‖L1
x

(164)
.

(

‖θ0‖Ct L
p
x
+ η(δM0(t))

1
p [1 + λ−

1
p l−(d+2)] + l−(d+1)δM0(t)

(

µb

ω

)

+ L
1
4

)

× η−1(δM0(t))
1
p′ [

N∑

k=1

(

λµl−(d+2)

ν

)k

+
(λµl−(d+2))N+1

νN
] (187)

(94)(171)
. (‖θ0‖Ct L

p
x
+ η(δM0(t))

1
p [1 + λ−

1
p
+(d+2)ι] + λ(d+1)ι+αb−βδM0(t) + L

1
4 )

× η−1(δM0(t))
1
p′ [

N∑

k=1

λ(1+α−γ+(d+2)ι)k + λ−γN+[1+α+(d+2)ι](N+1)] ≪ δM0(t)

for λ ∈ N sufficiently large due to

ι
(173)
<

min{ 1
p
, 1

p′ }
d + 2

≤ 1

p(d + 2)
, ι

(173)
<

β − αb

2d + 3
<
β − αb

d + 1
,

ι
(173)
<

γ − 1 − α
3d + 5

<
γ − 1 − α

d + 2
, ι

(173)
<

1

d + 2

(
γN

N + 1
− 1 − α

)

.

Next,

‖Rcorr, 2(t)‖L1
x

(167)
. µ−1L

1
4 η−1‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x

(171a)
≪ δM0(t) (188)

for λ ∈ N sufficiently large. Finally,

‖Rmoll(t)‖L1
x

(170)
. l

1
2
−2̟(‖R0‖CtC

1
x
+ ‖R0‖

C
1
2
−2̟

t Cx

)
(94)
≪ δM0(t) (189)
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for λ ∈ N sufficiently large as ̟ ∈ (0, 1
4
). Due to (180), (182) - (184), (186)-(189), we conclude, along

with ‖Rχ(t)‖L1
x
≤ δM0(t)

2
due to (148a), that (79d) has been proven.

Finally, the proof that (θ1, u1,R1) are (Ft)t≥0-adapted if (θ0, u0,R0) are (Ft)t≥0-adapted, and that (θ1, u1,R1)(0, x)

are deterministic if (θ0, u0,R0)(0, x) are deterministic, is very similar to the previous works (e.g., [36]); in

fact, it is simpler because we mollified only R0, not θ0 or u0. First, z(t) =
∫ t

0
e(t−r)∆dB(r) from (9) is (Ft)t≥0-

adapted. Due to the compact support of ϕl in R+, Rl is (Ft)t≥0-adapted. As Θ j,Q j, and W j from (71) are

deterministic, we see that ϑ, q, and w in (104) are (Ft)t≥0-adapted; consequently, so are ϑc and qc in (110).

As M0(t) from (76) is deterministic, χ j from (105) and hence a j and b j from (106) are (Ft)t≥0-adapted;

because ψ
j
ν and ˜̺

j
µ are deterministic, it follows that wc in (112) is (Ft)t≥0-adapted. Therefore, θ1 and u1 in

(103) are (Ft)t≥0-adapted. We see that Rtime,1 in (143) is (Ft)t≥0-adapted, Rquadr,1 and Rquadr,2 in (146) are

both (Ft)t≥0-adapted so that Rquadr in (145) is (Ft)t≥0-adapted. Rχ in (135) is (Ft)t≥0-adapted because Rl is

(Ft)t≥0-adapted. Similarly, Rlin in (153a), Rtime,2 in (153b), Rq in (160), Rcorr,1 in (163), Rmoll in (169), and

Rcorr,2 in (166) are all (Ft)t≥0 -adapted. Therefore, R1 from (132) is also (Ft)t≥0-adapted. Due to similarity,

we omit the proof that (θ1, u1,R1)(0, x) are deterministic. This completes the proof of Proposition 4.2.

5. Proof of Theorem 2.3

We already have a convex integration solution (ρ, u) for (8) forced by additive noise up to a stopping

time TL due to Theorem 2.2. To extend this convex integration solution to the interval [0, T ], we follow the

argument given in [38], and glue an appropriate weak solution of (8) to this convex integration solution.

Note that here, due to technical reasons aforementioned, we are gluing a convex integration solution with

a weak solution as opposed to gluing two convex integration solutions as in proof of [38, Theorem 1.1].

However, both ideas are similar in spirit and differs slightly in details. In what follows, our aim is to solve

the equation (8) with initial data ρ(TL) ∈ Lp(Td) (due to (29)) and u(t) ≡ 0 for all t ∈ (TL, T ]. To that

context, let ρ̂ solve the following equation on [0, T ]

dρ̂(t) = ∆ρ̂(t)dt + dB̂(t) for t > 0, ρ̂|t=0 = 0, (190)

where B̂(t) , B(t + TL) − B(TL). Next, let ρ̃(t) , ρ̂(t) + et∆ρ(TL). Then we observe that ρ̃ solves

dρ̃(t) = ∆ρ̃(t)dt + dB̂(t) for t > 0, ρ̃|t=0 = ρ(TL) (191)

and is adapted to the filtration (F̂t)t≥0 where F̂t , σ(B̂(s), s ≤ t) ∨ σ(ρ(TL)). Now it follows that (ρ̄, ū)

defined by

(ρ̄(t), ū(t)) ,






(ρ(t), u(t)) if t < TL,

(ρ̃(t − TL), 0) if t ≥ TL,
(192)

satisfies (8) forced by additive noise. Moreover, following the argument presented in [38, Proof of Theorem

1.1], we conclude that ρ̄ is an (Ft)t≥0-adapted process; we notice that

ρ̄ ∈ C([0, T ]; Lp(Td)) ū ∈ L∞([0, T ]; Lp′(Td)) ∩ L∞([0, T ]; W1, p̃(Td)) P-a.s. (193)

and observe the loss of regularity in time for the vector field u.

6. Proof of Theorem 2.5

As we mentioned, the proof of Theorem 2.4 follows from similar computations in the proof of Theorem

2.2 and thus is left to Appendix A; in this section we prove Theorem 2.5.

Remark 6.1. As we mentioned in Remark 2.6, the proof of Theorem 2.5 follows the approach of [38,

Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2] which in turn followed the proof of [12, Theorem C]; however, its modification

to the transport equation seems new, even in the deterministic case. In order to describe difficulty, let us

informally recall some details from [38], to which we refer for specific notations. On [38, p. 41] the authors

define the new velocity field vq+1 = wq+1 + vl where wq+1 = w̃
(p)

q+1
+ w̃

(c)

q+1
+ w̃

(t)

q+1
represents the perturbation

and vl is vq that was mollified in space-time. They estimate for {γq}∞q=0
⊂ R

∣
∣
∣‖vq+1‖2L2 − ‖vq‖2L2 − 3γq+1

∣
∣
∣ =|

∫

T3

|w̃(p)

q+1
|2 + 2w̃

(p)

q+1
(w̃

(c)

q+1
+ w̃

(t)

q+1
) + |w̃(c)

q+1
+ w̃

(t)

q+1
|2 (194)

+ 2w̃
(p)

q+1
vl + 2(w̃

(c)

q+1
+ w̃

(t)

q+1
)vldx + ‖vl‖2L2 − ‖vq‖2L2 − 3γq+1|
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(see [38, Equation (5.44)], also [12, Equation (130)]) where |w̃(p)

q+1
|2 represents the most difficult part of the

nonlinear term, called oscillation term (see [38, Equation (3.57)]). By defining

ρ , 2

√

l2 + |R̊l|2 +
γq+1

(2π)3
(195)

(see [38, p. 39], also [12, Equation (43)]) where R̊l is the mollified Reynolds stress, for certain t, the

authors in [38] were able to deduce

|w̃(p)

q+1
|2 −

3γq+1

(2π)3
=Tr[−R̊l +

∑

ξ∈Λ
a2

(ξ)P6=0W(ξ) ⊗W(ξ) + ρId] −
3γq+1

(2π)3

=6

√

l2 + |R̊l|2 +
∑

ξ∈Λ
a2

(ξ)P6=0|W(ξ)|2 (196)

(see [38, Equation (3.36) and p. 43], also [12, Equations (50), and (95)]) where W(ξ) represents intermittent

jets, and the orthogonality of W(ξ) ⊗ W(ξ′) ≡ 0 for ξ 6= ξ′ and a geometric lemma [38, Lemma B.1] were

crucially used in (196).

Let us make three observations. First, only because it was L2
x-norm, expansion in (194) was possible.

Although we prefer to repeat the same argument with ‖θ1‖pLp
x

−‖θ0‖pLp
x

for an arbitrary p ∈ (1,∞), this seems

to have no chance; moreover, we cannot consider ‖θ1‖2L2
x

− ‖θ0‖2L2
x

in case p ∈ (1, 2). Second, it was crucial

to utilize the special feature of intermittent jets such as orthogonality to handle the difficult oscillation term.

These two observations lead us to the direction that we need to consider
∫

Td θ1(t, x)u1(t, x+B(t))dx because,

as we will see in (197), the new nonlinear term will be div(θ1(t, x)u1(t, x + B(t))), and the orthogonality

of Mikado density Θ j and Mikado field W j, specifically (100), was used indeed when handling the most

difficult term Rquadr in (133). The third observation from (196) is that the geometric lemma produces a term

“ρId” and by strategically including
γq+1

(2π)3 in (195), the authors of [38] (and [12] similarly) were able to

create a cancellation. Our situation is quite different; considering ϑ,w, and q in (104) it is not clear at all

how to somehow “embed” an analogous term to
γq+1

(2π)3 to make a cancellation. We were able to come up

with a suitable alternative (see (208), (210), and Remark 6.5).

We first describe a key proposition Proposition 6.1 which is inspired by [38, Proposition 5.1] and [12,

Proposition 16] concerning the following transport-diffusion-defect equation

∂tθ(t, x) + div(u(t, x + B(t))θ(t, x)) − ∆θ(t, x) = −divR(t, x), ∇ · u = 0. (197)

We prescribe an arbitrary initial values of both ρ and u by ρin ∈ Lp(Td) and uin ∈ Lp′ (Td) P-a.s. which

are independent of the given standard Brownian motion B and let (Ft)t≥0 be the augmented joint canonical

filtration on (Ω,F ) generated by B, ρin, and uin so that ρin is F0-measurable. For such ρin and uin, we

will construct (θ, u) that satisfies (197) such that (θ, u)|t=0 = (θin, uin) where θin = ρin. We define l , λ−ι

identically to (94) where ι satisfies (173) and it will be taken smaller as needed.

Proposition 6.1. There exists a constant M > 0 such that the following holds. Let T > 0, ̟ ∈ (0, 1
4
), p ∈

(1,∞), p̃ ∈ [1,∞) such that (14) holds, υ ∈ (1, p), and θin ∈ Lp(Td) and uin ∈ Lp′ (Td) P-a.s. independently

of the given standard Brownian motion B. Suppose that there exists a (Ft)t≥0-adapted (θ0, u0,R0) that

satisfies (197) such that θ0(0, x) = θin(x), u0(0, x) = uin(x),
>

Td θ0(t, x)dx = 0 for all t ∈ [0, T ],

θ0 ∈ C∞([0, T ] × Td), u0 ∈ C
1
2
−2̟([0, T ]; C∞(Td)), R0 ∈ C

1
2
−2̟([0, T ]; C∞(Td)). (198)

Choose any δ,Σ ∈ (0, 1] and Γ > 0 such that Γ
δ
≤ C̄ < ∞. Assume that

‖R0(t)‖L1
x
≤ 2δ ∀ t ∈ [2Σ ∧ T, T ]. (199)

Extend R0 to t < 0 with its value at t = 0, and mollify it with φl and ϕl from (95) to obtain Rl identically to

(96), denote its j-th component by R
j

l
for j ∈ {1, . . . , d} identically to (102), and then define cut-off functions

χ j : [0, T ] × Td 7→ [0, 1] such that χ j(t, x) =






0 if |R j

l
(t, x) + Γ| ≤ δ

4d
,

1 if |R j

l
(t, x) + Γ| ≥ δ

2d
,

(200)
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(cf. (105) and (296)). Then there exists another (Ft)t≥0-adapted (θ1, u1,R1) that satisfies (197) in same

corresponding regularity class (198) such that θ1(0, x) = θin(x), u1(0, x) = uin(x),
>

Td θ1(t, x)dx = 0 for all

t ∈ [0, T ], and

‖(θ1 − θ0)(t)‖Lp
x
≤






M[2δ + Γ]
1
p ∀ t ∈ (4Σ ∧ T, T ],

M(supτ∈[t−l,t]‖R0(τ)‖L1
x
+ Γ)

1
p ∀ t ∈ ( Σ

2
∧ T, 4Σ ∧ T ],

0 ∀ t ∈ [0, Σ
2
∧ T ],

(201)

‖(θ1 − θ0)(t)‖Lυx ≤





δ ∀ t ∈ [0, T ],

0 ∀ t ∈ [0, Σ
2
∧ T ],

(202)

‖(u1 − u0)(t)‖
L

p′
x
≤






M[2δ + Γ]
1
p′ ∀ t ∈ (4Σ ∧ T, T ],

M(supτ∈[t−l,t]‖R0(τ)‖L1
x
+ Γ)

1
p′ ∀ t ∈ ( Σ

2
∧ T, 4Σ ∧ T ],

0 ∀ t ∈ [0, Σ
2
∧ T ],

(203)

‖(u1 − u0)(t)‖
W

1,p̃
x
≤






δ ∀ t ∈ [0, T ],

0 ∀ t ∈ [0, Σ
2
∧ T ],

(204)

‖R1(t)‖L1
x
≤






δ ∀ t ∈ (Σ ∧ T, T ],

supτ∈[t−l,t]‖R0(τ)‖L1
x
+ δ ∀ t ∈ ( Σ

2
∧ T,Σ ∧ T ],

‖R0(t)‖L1
x

∀ t ∈ [0, Σ
2
∧ T ],

(205)

and

|
∫

Td

θ1(t, x)u1(t, x + B(t))dx −
∫

Td

θ0(t, x)u0(t, x + B(t))dx

−
d∑

j=1

∫

Td

χ2
j (t, x)dxe jΓ| ≤ δ3d ∀ t ∈ (4Σ ∧ T, T ]. (206)

Remark 6.2. To prove Theorem 2.5 we only need to rely on Proposition 6.1 for ρin ≡ 0, uin ≡ 0 and the

iteration argument in the proof of [38, Theorem 1.1] is not needed because the case of transport noise does

not require a stopping time TL. Nonetheless, we proved such a slightly more general result in Proposition

6.1 allowing any θin ∈ Lp(Td) and uin ∈ Lp′ (Td) in hope that it may in future lead to improvement of

Theorem 2.2 preserving the continuity in time and (Ft)t≥0-adaptedness of vector field u. We also mention

that the estimate (202) in Proposition 6.1 is new, and we included it to guarantee that the initial data of

each iteration of θ remains the same.

Proof of Proposition 6.1. We adhere to some of the settings the proof of Proposition 4.2: a, b from (60), r

from Lemma 3.8, ̺ from (59), ψ from (67), λ, µ, ω, ν from (70) and more specifically (171),Θ
j

λ,µ,ω,ν
,W

j

λ,µ,ω,ν
,

Q
j

λ,µ,ω,ν
for j ∈ {1, . . . , d} from (71), and ǫ from (97) so that Lemma 4.3 remains applicable. We now define

θ1(t, x) , θ0(t, x) + ϑ̃(t, x) + ϑ̃c(t) + q̃(t, x) + q̃c(t), (207a)

u1(t, x) , u0(t, x) + w̃(t, x − B(t)) + w̃c(t, x − B(t)), (207b)

(cf. (103)) where

ϑ̃(t, x) , χ̃(t)ϑ(t, x), ϑ̃c(t) , χ̃(t)ϑc(t), q̃(t, x) , χ̃2(t)q(t, x), q̃c(t) , χ̃2(t)qc(t), (208a)

w̃(t, x) , χ̃(t)w(t, x), w̃c(t, x) , χ̃(t)wc(t, x), (208b)

ϑ(t, x) ,

d∑

j=1

χ j(t, x)sgn(R
j

l
(t, x) + Γ)|R j

l
(t, x) + Γ|

1
pΘ

j

λ,µ,ω,ν
(t, x), (208c)

w(t, x) ,

d∑

j=1

χ j(t, x)|R j

l
(t, x) + Γ|

1
p′ W

j

λ,µ,w,ν
(t, x), (208d)
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q(t, x) ,

d∑

j=1

χ2
j(t, x)(R

j

l
(t, x) + Γ)Q

j

λ,µ,w,ν
(t, x), (208e)

(cf. (104)) with χ j defined in (200) and

χ̃(t)






= 0 t ≤ Σ
2
,

∈ [0, 1] t ∈ ( Σ
2
,Σ),

= 1 t ≥ Σ,
(209)

is a smooth cut-off function. We note that χ̃2 in the definition of q̃ and q̃c are needed for a cancellation

upon defining R1, as we will see in (239). Furthermore, we define ϑc and qc identically to (110) so that the

mean-zero property of θ0 from hypothesis implies that of θ1 defined in (207). Additionally, we define

a j(t, x) , χ j(t, x)sgn(R
j

l
(t, x) + Γ)|R j

l
(t, x) + Γ|

1
p , (210a)

b j(t, x) , χ j(t, x)|R j

l
(t, x) + Γ|

1
p′ , (210b)

so that

a j(t, x)b j(t, x) = χ2
j (t, x)(R

j

l
(t, x) + Γ) (211)

(cf. (106) and (107)) and

ϑ(t) =

d∑

j=1

a j(t)Θ
j(t), w(t) =

d∑

j=1

b j(t)W
j(t), q(t) =

d∑

j=1

a j(t)b j(t)Q
j(t). (212)

Moreover, similarly to (109), a j, b j satisfy due to (200)

‖a j(t)‖Lp
x
≤ ‖R j

l
(t) + Γ‖

1
p

L1
x

and ‖b j(t)‖Lp′
x
≤ ‖R j

l
(t) + Γ‖

1
p′

L1
x

. (213)

With this definition of b j, the identity (111) remains valid so that if we define f j and wc identically to (112)

with b j from (210), then (113) remains valid so that u1 defined in (207) satisfies (114).

Remark 6.3. As we pointed out in Remark 4.3, the choice of not mollifying θ0 and u0 is not only for the

simplification of the proofs of Theorems 2.2-2.4 but necessary in the proof of Proposition 6.1. Suppose that

we mollified both θ0 and u0 to obtain θl = θ0∗xφl∗tϕl and ul = u0∗xφl∗tϕl so that instead of (207) we define

θ1 = θl + ϑ̃ + ϑ̃c + q̃ + q̃c and u1 = ul + w̃ + w̃c. This will make it very difficult to prove ‖(θ1 − θ0)(t)‖Lp
x
= 0

and ‖(u1 − u0)(t)‖
L

p′
x
= 0 over [0, Σ

2
∧ T ] in (201) and (203). The authors in [38] are able to handle this

issue as follows. They work on an additive case, assign z(0, x) to be the initial data of the solution (see

“z(0) = u0” on [38, p. 35]) so that the initial data of the solution within the actual convex integration have

zero initial data (see “vq(0) = 0” in [38, Equation (5.1)]) which allows them to add an extra inductive

hypothesis “‖vq(t)‖L2 = 0 for all t ∈ [0,
σq−1

2
∧ TL]” in [38, Equation (5.5)] so that by taking advantage of

suppϕl ⊂ [0, l], they are able to prove “‖vq+1(t) − vq(t)‖L2 = 0 for t ∈ [0,
σq

2
∧ TL]” in [38, Equation (5.9)].

As we are working in the case of transport noise rather than additive, we have no place to hide θin or uin

such as “z(0)” in [38].

Remark 6.4. At first sight, our choice of u1(t, x) in (207b) seems awkward and a more natural choice may

be

u1(t, x) , u0(t, x) + w̃(t, x) + w̃c(t, x). (214)

identically to (103). To describe the problem with this choice simply, let us assume that t ≥ Σ so that

χ̃(t) = 1 by (209) and hence ϑ̃ = ϑ, ϑ̃c = ϑc, q̃ = q, q̃c = q, w̃ = w, and w̃c = wc due to (208) (see (223) for

this case). Then, upon defining the new defect R1, we obtain from (197), (207a), and (214),

− divR1(t, x) (215)

= ∂t(q(t, x) + qc(t)) + div(ϑ(t, x)w(t, x + B(t)) − Rl(t, x))
︸                                                                 ︷︷                                                                 ︸

(divRtime,1+divRquadr+divRχ)(t,x)

+ ∂t(ϑ(t, x) + ϑc(t)) + div(θ0(t, x)w(t, x + B(t)) + ϑ(t, x)u0(t, x + B(t))) − ∆(ϑ(t, x) + q(t, x))
︸                                                                                                                 ︷︷                                                                                                                 ︸

(divRtime,2+divRlin)(t,x)
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+ div(q(t, x)(u0(t, x + B(t)) + w(t, x + B(t)))
︸                                                ︷︷                                                ︸

divRq(t,x)

+ div([θ0(t, x) + ϑ(t, x) + q(t, x)]wc(t, x + B(t)))
︸                                                     ︷︷                                                     ︸

divRcorr,1(t,x)

+ div(Rl(t, x) − R0(t, x))
︸                     ︷︷                     ︸

divRmoll(t,x)

.

The main difficulty arises from the mismatch of variables in div(ϑ(t, x)w(t, x + B(t))) in (215). A glance at

(133) shows that we need a certain cancellation due to orthogonality for this product; specifically,

ϑ(t, x)w(t, x + B(t))
(108)
= (

d∑

j=1

a j(t, x)Θ j(t, x))(

d∑

k=1

bk(t, x + B(t))Wk(t, x + B(t))) (216)

where due to (71)

Θ j(t, x)Wk(t, x + B(t)) = ̺
j
µ(λ(x − ωte j))ψ

j(νx) ˜̺k
µ(λ(x + B(t) − ωte j))ψ

k(ν(x + B(t)))ek (217)

We used in (133) that fact that ̺
j
µ(λ(x − ωte j)) ˜̺k

µ(λ(x − ωte j)) = 0 unless j = k. In detail,

̺
j
µ(λ(x − ωte j)

(66)
= (̺µ ◦ τζ j

)(λ(x − ωte j))
(57)
= ̺µ(λx − x j(λωt)),

˜̺k
µ(λ(x − ωtek))

(66)
= ( ˜̺µ ◦ τζk

)(λ(x − ωtek))
(57)
= ˜̺µ(λx − xk(λωt))

where

dTd (λx − x j(λωt)), λx − xk(λωt)) = dTd (x j(λωt), xk(λωt))
(58)
> 2r

if j 6= k and because supp̺µ = supp ˜̺µ and both are contained in a ball with radius at most r due to Lemma

3.9, we conclude that ̺
j
µ(λ(x − ωte j)) ˜̺k

µ(λ(x − ωte j)) = 0 unless j = k. However, an identical computation

in the case of (217) leads only to

dTd (λx − x j(λωt)), λx + λB(t) − xk(λωt)) = dTd (x j(λωt),−λB(t) + xk(λωt))

which is not deterministic and thus does not lead to the desired orthogonality. This lack of orthogonality,

and lack of necessary cancellations, is quite significant. A naive attempt of adding Θ j(t, x)Wk(t, x) to

obtain the necessary orthogonality, and then subtracting and thereafter trying to handle an estimate of

‖Θ j(t, x)[Wk(t, x+ B(t))−Wk(t, x)]‖L1
x

failed miserably. Therefore, the definition (214) really does not work

and we need (207b). Lastly, we point out that within (207b), we need w̃(t, x− B(t)) to deduce the necessary

orthogonality and w̃c(t, x − B(t)) to secure the divergence-free property.

We first prove (201) and (203). Let us work in case t ∈ (4Σ ∧ T, T ]. Clearly if T ≤ 4Σ, then there is

nothing to prove; thus, we assume 4Σ < T so that (4Σ ∧ T, T ] = (4Σ, T ].

Lemma 6.2. For all j ∈ {1, . . . , d} and t ∈ (4Σ, T ], a j, b j defined in (210) satisfy

‖a j(t)‖L∞x . l
− d+1

p δ
1
p , ‖b j(t)‖L∞x . l

− d+1
p′ δ

1
p′ , (218a)

‖a j(t)‖Cs
x
. l−(d+2)sδ

1
p , ‖b j(t)‖Cs

x
. l−(d+2)sδ

1
p′ ∀ s ∈ N, (218b)

‖∂ta j(t)‖L∞x . l−(d+2)δ
1
p , ‖∂tb j(t)‖L∞x . l−(d+2)δ

1
p′ . (218c)

Proof of Lemma 6.2. Because 4Σ < T by assumption, 2Σ < T so that [2Σ ∧ T, T ] = [2Σ, T ]. Hence, by

taking λ ∈ N sufficiently large we can assure that l ≪ 2Σ and hence for all s ∈ suppϕl ⊂ (0, l] from

(95), for any t ∈ (4Σ ∧ T, T ], we can estimate sups∈suppϕl
‖R j

0
(t − s)‖L1

x
≤ supτ∈[2Σ∧T,T ]‖R

j

0
(τ)‖L1

x
to which

we can apply (199) to bound by 2δ. Thus, very similar computations to the proof of Lemma 4.4 using

Wd+1,1(Td) →֒ L∞(Td) lead to (218a), e.g.,

‖a j(t)‖L∞x . (‖R j

l
(t, x)‖

1
p

L∞x
+ Γ

1
p )

(199)
. (l−

d+1
p δ

1
p + (δC̄)

1
p ) . l

− d+1
p δ

1
p

for λ ∈ N sufficiently large. For the estimates (218b)-(218c), following the proof of Lemma 4.4 and

keeping in mind the lower bound of |R j

l
(t, x) + Γ| > δ

4d
in the support of χ j due to (200) give us the desired

results. �

Analogously to the proof of Theorem 2.2, Lemma 6.2 leads to to the following result.
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Lemma 6.3. There exist constants C = C(p) ≥ 0 with which ϑ̃, q̃, ϑ̃c, q̃c, and w̃ in (208) satisfy for all

t ∈ (4Σ, T ]

‖ϑ̃(t)‖Lp
x
≤ M

2
[2δ + Γ]

1
p +Cλ

− 1
p l−d−2δ

1
p , (219a)

‖q̃(t)‖Lp
x
≤ Cl−d−1δµbω−1, (219b)

|ϑ̃c(t)| ≤ Cl−
d+1

p δ
1
p µ−b, |q̃c(t)| ≤ Cl−d−1δω−1, (219c)

‖w̃(t)‖
L

p′
x
≤ M

2
[2δ + Γ]

1
p′ +Cλ

− 1
p′ δ

1
p′ l−d−2, (219d)

‖w̃(t)‖
W

1,p̃
x
≤ Cδ

1
p′ l−d−2 λµ + ν

µ1+ǫ
(219e)

(cf. (119a), (119b), (119c), (119d), and (119e)). Furthermore, for any k, h ∈ N0 and r ∈ [1,∞], there exists

a constant C ≥ 0 with which for all j ∈ 1, . . . , d}, f j defined in (112) with b j from (210) satisfies for all

t ∈ (4Σ, T ]

‖DkDh f j(t)‖Lr
x
≤ Cδ

1
p′ l−(d+2)(k+h+1)(λµ)k+h+1µb− d

r (220)

(cf. (120)). Consequently, there exist constants C ≥ 0 with which w̃c in (208) with wc in (112) and b j in

(210) satisfies for all t ∈ (4Σ, T ]

‖w̃c(t)‖
L

p′
x
≤ Cδ

1
p′ [

N∑

k=1

(

λµl−(d+2)

ν

)k

+
(λµl−(d+2))N+1

νN
], (221a)

‖w̃c(t)‖
W

1,p̃
x
≤ C

δ
1
p′ [λµl−(d+2) + ν]

µ1+ǫ
[

N∑

k=1

(

l−(d+2)λµ

ν

)k

+
(l−(d+2)λµ)N+1

νN
] (221b)

(cf. (121a) and (121b)).

Proof of Lemma 6.3. Because t ∈ (4Σ ∧ T, T ], we have χ̃(t) = 1 by (209). Especially for (219a) and

(219d), by taking λ ∈ N sufficiently large so that l ≪ 2Σ, we can estimate for any t ∈ (4Σ ∧ T, T ]

sups∈suppϕl
‖R j

0
(t − s)‖L1

x
≤ supτ∈[2Σ∧T,T ]‖R

j

0
(τ)‖L1

x
and bound this by 2δ due to (199). Besides this issue, the

proof is similar to that of Lemma 4.5 and thus we only sketch their computations: via (208)-(209)

‖ϑ̃(t)‖Lp
x

(45)
≤

d∑

j=1

‖a j(t)‖Lp
x
‖Θ j(t)‖Lp

x
+

Cp

λ
1
p

‖a j(t)‖C1
x
‖Θ j(t)‖Lp

x

(213)(99a)(218b)(199)
≤ M

2
[2δ + Γ]

1
p +Cλ

− 1
p δ

1
p l−d−2,

‖q̃(t)‖Lp
x
.

d∑

j=1

(‖R j

l
(t)‖L∞x + Γ)‖Q j(t)‖Lp

x

(99a)(199)
. l−d−1δµbω−1,

|ϑ̃c(t)|
(110)(212)
≤

d∑

j=1

‖a j(t)‖L∞x ‖Θ j(t)‖L1
x

(218a)(99b)
≤ Cl

− d+1
p δ

1
p µ−b,

|q̃c(t)|
(110)(212)(211)(99b)

.

d∑

j=1

(‖R j

l
(t)‖L∞x + Γ)(

M

ω
)

(199)
. (l−d−1δ + δC̄)ω−1 ≤ Cl−d−1δω−1,

‖w̃(t)‖
L

p′
x

(45)
≤

d∑

j=1

‖b j(t)‖Lp′
x
‖W j(t)‖

L
p′
x
+ Cp′λ

− 1
p′ ‖b j(t)‖C1

x
‖W j(t)‖

L
p′
x

(213)(99a)(218b)(199)
≤ M

2
[2δ + Γ]

1
p′ +Cλ

− 1
p′ δ

1
p′ l−d−2,

‖w̃(t)‖
W

1,p̃
x

(212)
.

d∑

j=1

‖b j(t)‖C1
x
‖W j(t)‖

W
1,p̃
x

(218b)(99c)
≤ Cδ

1
p′ l−d−2 λµ + ν

µ1+ǫ
,
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‖DkDh f j(t)‖Lr
x

(47)(112)
. ‖b j(t)‖Ck+h+1

x
‖( ˜̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

‖Wk+h+1,r
x

(63)(44)(218b)(64)
≤ Cδ

1
p′ l−(d+2)(k+h+1)(λµ)k+h+1µb− d

r ,

‖w̃c(t)‖
L

p′
x

(56b)
.

d∑

j=1

Cd,p′ ,N‖ψ‖L∞x (

N−1∑

k=0

ν−k−1‖Dk f j(t)‖Lp′
x
+ ν−N‖DN f j(t)‖Lp′

x
)

(220)(60)
≤ Cδ

1
p′ [

N∑

k=1

(

λµl−(d+2)

ν

)k

+
(λµl−(d+2))N+1

νN
],

and

‖Dw̃c(t)‖
L

p̃
x
.

d∑

j=1

‖RN(D f j(t), ψ
j
νe j)‖Lp̃

x
+ ‖RN( f j(t),Dψ

j
νe j)‖Lp̃

x

(44)(56b)(220)
≤ C

δ
1
p′ [λµl−(d+2) + ν]

µ1+ǫ
[

N∑

k=1

(

l−(d+2)λµ

ν

)k

+
(l−(d+2)λµ)N+1

νN
].

�

We are now ready to verify (201) and (203) on (4Σ ∧ T, T ] by taking λ ∈ N sufficiently large and ι > 0

sufficiently small:

‖(θ1 − θ0)(t)‖Lp
x

(207)(219)(171)
≤ M

2
[2δ + Γ]

1
p (222a)

+C[λ−
1
p
+(d+2)ιδ

1
p + λ( d+1

p
)ι−αbδ

1
p + λ(d+1)ι+αb−βδ + λ(d+1)ι−βδ]

(175)
≤ M[2δ + Γ]

1
p ,

‖(u1 − u0)(t)‖
L

p′
x

(207)(219d)(221a)(171)
≤ M

2
[2δ + Γ]

1
p′ (222b)

+C[λ
− 1

p′ +(d+2)ι
δ

1
p′ + δ

1
p′ [

N∑

k=1

λ[1+α−γ+(d+2)ι]k + λ[1+α+(d+2)ι](N+1)−γN ]
(177)
≤ M[2δ + Γ]

1
p′ ,

where the last inequality in (222a) also used (175) and

ι
(185)
<

αb

d + 2
<

pαb

d + 1
and ι

(185)
<

β

d + 2
<

β

d + 1
.

Next, concerning (201) and (203) in the case t ∈ ( Σ
2
∧T, 4Σ∧T ], we cannot make use of (199); nonetheless,

due to suppϕl ⊂ [0, l], we can estimate ‖R j

l
(t)‖L1

x
≤ supτ∈[t−l,t]‖R

j

0
(τ)‖L1

x
. Therefore, analogous computations

in the case t ∈ (4Σ ∧ T, T ] give us (201) and (203) in case t ∈ ( Σ
2
∧ T, 4Σ ∧ T ]. In short, we get

M
2

(supτ∈[t−l,t]‖R0(τ)‖L1
x
+ Γ)

1
p from ‖ϑ̃(t)‖Lp

x
and M

2
(supτ∈[t−l,t]‖R0(τ)‖L1

x
+ Γ)

1
p′ from ‖w̃(t)‖

L
p′
x

similarly to

(219a) and (219d) and |ϑ̃c(t)| + ‖q̃(t)‖Lp
x
+ |q̃c(t)| from ‖θ1(t) − θ0(t)‖Lp

x
and ‖w̃c(t)‖

L
p′
x

from ‖u1(t) − u0(t)‖
L

p′
x

can be made small by taking λ ∈ N sufficiently large.

Next, we consider t ∈ [0, Σ
2
∧ T ] ⊂ [0, Σ

2
] in which χ̃ ≡ 0 by (209) so that θ1 ≡ θ0 and u1 ≡ u0 due to

(207). As we elaborated in Remark 6.3, the fact that we did not mollify θ0 or u0 makes it easy for us here.

Therefore, (201) and (203) for t ∈ [0, Σ
2
∧ T ] are proven.

Next, we consider (202). First, for t ∈ [0, Σ
2
∧ T ] ⊂ [0, Σ

2
] in which χ̃ ≡ 0 due to (209), we again have

θ1 ≡ θ0 so that the claim in (202) on this time interval is clear. Moreover, for all t ∈ [0, T ], we see from

(207) that

‖(θ1 − θ0)(t)‖Lυx = ‖ϑ̃(t, x) + ϑ̃c(t) + q̃(t, x) + q̃c(t)‖Lυx ≤ ‖ϑ̃(t)‖Lυx + |ϑ̃c(t)| + ‖q̃(t)‖Lp
x
+ |q̃c(t)|

because υ ∈ (1, p), where we can make |ϑ̃c(t)| + ‖q̃(t)‖Lp
x
+ |q̃c(t)| ≪ δ for λ ∈ N sufficiently large. The

only reason we could not estimate ‖θ1(t) − θ0(t)‖Lp
x

by a constant multiple of δ over ( Σ
2
∧ T, 4Σ ∧ T ] where
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(199) is not available was due to ‖ϑ̃(t)‖Lp
x
. In detail, we can readily deduce the following estimates for all

t ∈ [0, T ]:

‖ϑ̃(t)‖Lp
x

(45)(213)
≤ M

2
( sup
τ∈[t−l,t]

‖R0(τ)‖L1
x
+ Γ)

1
p +Cλ

− 1
p [(l−d−1 sup

τ∈[t−l,t]

‖R0(τ)‖L1
x
+ Γ)

1
p

+ δ
1
p
−1(l−d−2 sup

τ∈[t−l,t]

‖R0(τ)‖L1
x
+ Γ)],

|ϑ̃c(t)|
(212)(99b)
. (l−d−1 sup

τ∈[t−l,t]

‖R0(τ)‖L1
x
+ Γ)

1
p µ−b

(171)(185)
≪ δ,

‖q̃(t)‖Lp
x

(212)(99a)
. (l−d−1 sup

τ∈[t−l,t]

‖R0(τ)‖L1
x
+ Γ)µbω−1

(171)(175)
≪ δ,

|q̃c(t)|
(211)(99b)
. (l−d−1 sup

τ∈[t−l,t]

‖R0(τ)‖L1
x
+ Γ)ω−1

(171)(181)
≪ δ.

However, because υ ∈ (1, p) we can interpolate and use (99) to deduce for all t ∈ [0, T ]

‖ϑ̃(t)‖Lυx
(212)(45)
≤

d∑

j=1

‖a j(t)‖Lp
x
‖Θ j(t)‖

p−υ
υ(p−1)

L1
x

‖Θ j(t)‖
υp−p

υ(p−1)

L
p
x

+Cυλ
− 1
υ ‖a j(t)‖C1

x
‖Θ j(t)‖Lp

x

(213)(99)
.

d∑

j=1

‖R j

l
(t) + Γ‖

1
p

L1
x

(
M

µb
)

p−υ
υ(p−1) (

M

2d
)
υp−p

υ(p−1) +
1

λ
1
υ

[(l−d−1 sup
τ∈[t−l,t]

‖R j

0
(τ)‖L1

x
+ Γ)

1
p

+ δ
1
p
−1(l−d−2 sup

τ∈[t−l,t]

‖R j

0
(τ)‖L1

x
+ Γ)](

M

2d
)≪ δ

by taking λ ∈ N sufficiently large and ι < 1
υ(d+2)

<
p

υ(d+1)
. Therefore, we have proven (202) in case t ∈ [0, T ]

and hence (202) completely.

Next, we work on (204). Again, on [0, Σ
2
∧ T ] ⊂ [0, Σ

2
], we have χ̃ ≡ 0 due to (209) so that u1 ≡ u0 due

to (207) and thus the claim is clear. For t ∈ [0, T ], we can just estimate ‖R j

l
(t)‖L1

x
≤ supτ∈[t−l,t]‖R

j

0
(τ)‖L1

x
and

analogous computations to (178) and taking ι > 0 sufficiently small while λ ∈ N sufficiently large gives the

desired result.

Next, we prove (205). First, we consider t ∈ (Σ ∧ T, T ]. If T ≤ Σ, then there is nothing to prove. Thus,

we assume that Σ < T ; i.e., t ∈ (Σ, T ]. Then by (209), χ̃(t) = 1. With that in mind, the new defect R1 is

defined by (197) and (207) as follows:

− divR1(t, x)

=∂tθ0(t, x) + ∂t[ϑ(t, x) + ϑc(t) + q(t, x) + qc(t)] (223a)

+ div[θ0(t, x)u0(t, x + B(t))]

+ div(θ0(t, x)(w(t, x) + wc(t, x)) + (ϑ(t, x) + q(t, x))(u0(t, x + B(t)) + w(t, x) + wc(t, x))

+ (ϑc(t) + qc(t))(u0(t, x + B(t)) + w(t, x) + wc(t, x)))

− ∆θ0(t, x) − ∆(ϑ(t, x) + q(t, x))

= ∂t(q(t, x) + qc(t, x)) + div(ϑ(t, x)w(t, x) − Rl(t, x))
︸                                                           ︷︷                                                           ︸

(divRtime,1+divRquadr+divRχ)(t,x)

(223b)

+ ∂t(ϑ(t, x) + ϑc(t)) + div(θ0(t, x)w(t, x) + ϑ(t, x)u0(t, x + B(t))) − ∆(ϑ(t, x) + q(t, x))
︸                                                                                                        ︷︷                                                                                                        ︸

(divRtime,2+divRlin)(t,x)

+ div(q(t, x)(u0(t, x + B(t)) + w(t, x))
︸                                       ︷︷                                       ︸

divRq(t,x)

+ div([θ0(t, x) + ϑ(t, x) + q(t, x)]wc(t, x))
︸                                            ︷︷                                            ︸

divRcorr(t,x)

+ div(Rl(t, x) − R0(t, x))
︸                     ︷︷                     ︸

divRmoll(t,x)

.

Thus, we defined

− R1 , Rtime,1 + Rquadr + Rχ + Rtime,2 + Rlin + Rq + Rcorr + Rmoll. (224)
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Due to our strategic definition of u1 in (207) (recall Remark 6.4), the following computations have some

similarity to those in the proof of Theorem 2.2. Nonetheless, we changed the definitions of ϑ,w,and q from

(104) to (208) and hence we provide details.

First, similarly to Section 7.2.2 we work on the estimates on ∂t(q + qc)(t, x) + div(ϑw − Rl)(t, x) =

(divRtime,1 + divRquadr + divRχ)(t, x) of (223). We observe that

ϑ(t, x)w(t, x)
(212)
= (

d∑

j=1

a j(t, x)Θ j(t, x))(

d∑

k=1

bk(t, x)Wk(t, x))
(100)
=

d∑

j=1

a j(t)b j(t)Θ
j(t)W j(t)

so that

div(ϑw) =

d∑

j=1

a jb jdiv(Θ jW j) + ∇(a jb j) · Θ jW j. (225)

We set, differently from (135),

Rχ
, −

d∑

j=1

(1 − χ2
j )(R

j

l
+ Γ)e j (226)

so that using that div
∑d

j=1 Γe j = 0, we can compute

− divRl

(102)
= −div

d∑

j=1

(R
j

l
+ Γ)e j

(226)(211)
= divRχ −

d∑

j=1

∇(a jb j) · e j. (227)

This leads us to, identically to (137)

div(ϑw − Rl)
(225)(227)
=

d∑

j=1

a jb jdiv(Θ jW j)

+ ∇(a jb j) · [Θ jW j − e j] −
?

Td

∇(a jb j) · [Θ jW j − e j]dx

+

?

Td

∇(a jb j) · [Θ jW j − e j]dx + divRχ. (228)

On the other hand, identical computation to (138) give us

∂t(q + qc)
(212)
=

d∑

j=1

a jb j∂tQ
j + ∂t(a jb j)Q

j −
?

Td

∂t(a jb j)Q
jdx

+

?

Td

∂t(a jb j)Q
jdx + q′c. (229)

Summing (228)-(229) gives us identically to (139)

∂t(q + qc) + div(ϑw − Rl)

(228)(229)
=

d∑

j=1

a jb j[∂tQ
j + div(Θ jW j)] (230a)

+ [∂t(a jb j)Q
j −

?

Td

∂t(a jb j)Q
jdx] (230b)

+ [∇(a jb j) · [Θ jW j − e j] −
?

Td

∇(a jb j) · [Θ jW j − e j]dx] + divRχ (230c)

+

?

Td

∂t(a jb j)Q
jdx +

?

Td

∇(a jb j) · [Θ jW j − e j]dx + q′c (230d)

where (230a) vanishes due to (101) and (230d) also vanishes identically to (140) using (110), (212), and

(101). Therefore, we are able to conclude the same identity as (141), and (142) also continues to hold

from (71). Thus, we define Rtime,1 identically to (143), although with a j and b j from (210) rather than

(106), so that (144) continues to hold. Additionally, we define Rquadr with Rquadr,1 and Rquadr,2 identically

to (145)-(146) with a j, b j replaced by those from (210) rather than (106) so that (147) continues to hold.

Therefore, by applying (144) and (147) to (141), all of which we just proved to remain valid, we conclude
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that ∂t(q + qc) + div(ϑw − Rl) = divRtime,1 + divRquadr + divRχ as claimed. Analogous computations to the

proofs of Lemma 4.6 lead to the following results. Considering the case t ∈ ( Σ
2
∧ T,Σ ∧ T ] we will work

next, we prove this result for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Lemma 6.4. (Cf. Lemma 4.6) Rχ defined in (226), Rtime,1 defined identically to (143) but with a j and b j

from (210), and Rquadr with Rquadr,1 and Rquadr,2 defined identically to (145)-(146) with a j, b j replaced by

those from (210) satisfy for all t ∈ [0, T ]

‖Rχ(t)‖L1
x

(226)
≤

d∑

j=1

∫

supp(1−χ2
j
)

|R j

l
(t, x) + Γ|dx

(200)
≤ δ

2
, (231a)

‖Rtime,1(t)‖L1
x
≪ δ, ‖Rquadr(t)‖L1

x
≪ δ. (231b)

Proof of Lemma 6.4. First, (231a) is clear. Second, for the first claim in (231b), similarly to (148b) we

have for λ ∈ N sufficiently large

‖Rtime,1(t)‖L1
x

(51)
.

d∑

j=1

(‖∂ta j(t)‖L∞x ‖b j(t)‖L∞x + ‖a j(t)‖L∞x ‖∂tb j(t)‖L∞x )‖Q j(t)‖L1
x

(99b)(173)
≪ δ.

Third, the second claim in (231b) is a consequence of

‖Rquadr,1(t)‖L1
x

(56)(64)(60)
. ν−1

d∑

j=1

(‖a j(t)‖C2
x
‖b j(t)‖L∞x + ‖a j(t)‖L∞x ‖b j(t)‖C2

x
)λµ

(171)
≪ δ,

‖Rquadr,2(t)‖L1
x

(56)(63)(64)(60)
. λ−1

d∑

j=1

(‖a j(t)‖C2
x
‖b j(t)‖L∞x + ‖a j(t)‖L∞x ‖b j(t)‖C2

x
)

(171)
≪ δ,

which can be verified by taking ι > 0 sufficiently small and λ ∈ N sufficiently large. �

Second, similarly to Section 4.1.2 we work on the estimates on ∂t(ϑ(t, x) + ϑc(t)) + div(θ0(t, x)w(t, x) +

ϑ(t, x)u0(t, x + B(t))) − ∆(ϑ(t, x) + q(t, x)) = (divRtime,2 + divRlin)(t, x) of (223). We are able to deduce the

analogous identity to (152) as follows:

∂t(ϑ(t, x) + ϑc(t)) + div(θ0(t, x)w(t, x) + ϑ(t, x)u0(t, x + B(t))) − ∆(ϑ(t, x) + q(t, x))

=

d∑

j=1

a j(t, x)∂tΘ
j(t, x) −

?

Td

a j(t, x)∂tΘ
j(t, x)dx + ∂ta j(t, x)Θ j(t, x) −

?

Td

∂ta j(t, x)Θ j(t, x)dx

+ div(θ0(t, x)w(t, x) + ϑ(t, x)u0(t, x + B(t))) − ∆(ϑ(t, x) + q(t, x)). (232)

Therefore, we only have to modify Rlin in (153a) slightly as

Rlin(t, x) ,

d∑

j=1

D−1((∂ta j(t, x))Θ j(t, x) −
?

Td

(∂ta j(t, x))Θ j(t, x)dx)

+ θ0(t, x)w(t, x) + ϑ(t, x)u0(t, x + B(t)) − ∇(ϑ(t, x) + q(t, x)) (233)

and define Rtime,2 identically to (153b) although with a j and b j from (210) rather than (106). These

definitions allow (154a) with u0(t, x) replaced by u0(t, x+B(t)) and (154b) to continue to hold. By analogous

computations to Lemma 4.7 we can prove the following estimates; considering the case t ∈ ( Σ
2
∧ T,Σ ∧ T ]

on which we will work next, we prove this result for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Lemma 6.5. (Cf. Lemma 4.7) Rlin defined identically to (233) and Rtime,2 identically to (153b) with a j and

b j from (210) satisfy for all t ∈ [0, T ]

‖Rlin(t)‖L1
x
≪ δ and ‖Rtime,2(t)‖L1

x
≪ δ. (234)

Proof of Lemma 6.5. The estimate on ‖Rlin(t)‖L1
x

follows from

‖
d∑

j=1

D−1(∂ta j(t, x)Θ j(t, x) −
?

Td

(∂ta j)Θ
j(t, x)dx)‖L1

x
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(51)
.

d∑

j=1

‖∂ta j(t)‖L∞x ‖Θ j(t)‖L1
x

(99b)(171)
≪ δ,

‖θ0(t, x)w(t, x) + ϑ(t, x)u0(t, x + B(t))‖L1
x

(212)(99b)
.

d∑

j=1

‖θ0(t)‖L∞x ‖b j(t)‖L∞x (
M

µa
) + ‖a j(t)‖L∞x (

M

µb
)‖u0(t)‖L∞x

(171)
≪ δ,

‖∇(ϑ + q)(t)‖L1
x

(212)
= ‖∇(

d∑

j=1

a j(t)Θ
j(t) +

d∑

j=1

a j(t)b j(t)Q
j(t))‖L1

x

(99b)(64)(171)
≪ δ,

for ι > 0 sufficiently small and λ ∈ N sufficiently large. Moreover, the estimate of ‖Rtime,2(t)‖L1
x

follows the

proof of (155b) and (183). �

Third, similarly to Section 4.1.3 we work on the estimates on div(q(t, x)(u0(t, x + B(t)) + w(t, x)) =

divRq(t, x) of (223). We define Rq similarly to (160) with the only difference being that we replace u0(t, x)

therein by u0(t, x + B(t)):

Rq(t, x) , q(t, x)(u0(t, x + B(t)) + w(t, x)). (235)

We can estimate for λ ∈ N sufficiently large and ι > 0 sufficiently small

‖Rq(t)‖L1
x
.

d∑

j=1

‖a j(t)b j(t)Q
j(t)‖L1

x
(‖u0(t)‖L∞x +

d∑

k=1

‖bk(t)Wk(t)‖L∞x ) ≪ δ ∀ t ∈ [0, T ] (236)

via (212), (99), and (171); considering the case t ∈ ( Σ
2
∧ T,Σ∧ T ] on which we will work subsequently, we

stated this result for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Fourth, similarly to Section 4.1.4 we work on the estimates on div([θ0(t, x) + ϑ(t, x) + q(t, x)]wc(t, x)) =

divRcorr(t, x) of (223). We can define Rcorr identically to (163) but with no z, and we can estimate it for

λ ∈ N sufficiently large and ι > 0 sufficiently small

‖Rcorr(t)‖L1
x
≤ (‖θ0(t)‖Lp

x
+ ‖ϑ(t)‖Lp

x
+ ‖q(t)‖Lp

x
)‖wc(t)‖

L
p′
x

(171)
≪ δ ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]; (237)

again, we stated this result over [0, T ] for the convenience when we work on the case t ∈ ( Σ
2
∧ T,Σ ∧ T ]

next.

Fifth, similarly to Section 4.1.6 we work on the estimates of div(Rl(t, x) − R0(t, x)) = divRmoll(t, x) of

(223). We define Rmoll identically to (169) for which the estimate from (170) applies here directly to prove

that

‖Rmoll(t)‖L1
x
≪ δ ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]; (238)

considering the case t ∈ ( Σ
2
∧ T,Σ ∧ T ] on which we will work subsequently we stated this estimate for

all t ∈ [0, T ]. Considering (231a), (231b), (234), (236), (237), and (238) in (224), we conclude (205) on

(Σ ∧ T, T ]: ‖R1(t)‖L1
x
≤ δ.

Next, we prove (205) for t ∈ ( Σ
2
∧ T,Σ∧ T ]. If T ≤ Σ

2
, then there is nothing to prove. Thus, we consider

Σ
2
< T and thus t ∈ ( Σ

2
,Σ ∧ T ]. We see from (197), (207), and (208) that

−divR1(t, x) = χ̃(t)2[∂t(q(t, x) + qc(t)) + div(ϑ(t, x)w(t, x) − Rl(t, x))]
︸                                                                 ︷︷                                                                 ︸

(divRtime,1+divRquadr+divRχ)(t,x)

+ χ̃(t)[∂t(ϑ(t, x) + ϑc(t)) + div(θ0(t, x)w(t, x) + ϑ(t, x)u0(t, x + B(t)))
︸                                                                                  ︷︷                                                                                  ︸

(divRtime,2+divRlin)(t,x)

−∆(ϑ(t, x) + χ̃(t)q(t, x))]
︸                         ︷︷                         ︸

(divRtime,2+divRlin)(t,x) continued

+ χ̃(t)2div(q(t, x)(u0(t, x + B(t)) + χ̃(t)w(t, x)))
︸                                                    ︷︷                                                    ︸

divRq(t,x)

+ χ̃(t)div([θ0(t, x) + χ̃(t)ϑ(t, x) + χ̃(t)2q(t, x)]wc(t, x))
︸                                                             ︷︷                                                             ︸

divRcorr(t,x)



42 KOLEY AND YAMAZAKI

+ (χ̃(t)2 − 1)divRl(t, x) + div(Rl − R0)(t, x)
︸               ︷︷               ︸

divRmoll(t,x)

+ ∂tχ̃(t)(ϑ(t, x) + ϑc(t)) + ∂tχ̃(t)2(q(t, x) + qc(t))
︸                                                      ︷︷                                                      ︸

divRcutoff(t,x)

(239)

and therefore

− R1 , Rtime,1 + Rquadr + Rχ + Rtime,2 + Rlin + Rq + Rcorr + (χ̃2 − 1)Rl + Rmoll + Rcutoff. (240)

First, concerning χ̃(t)2[∂t(q(t, x)+qc(t))+div(ϑ(t, x)w(t, x)−Rl(t, x))] = (divRtime,1+divRquadr+divRχ)(t, x)

in (239), it suffices to take the same Rχ in (226), Rtime,1 from (143) with a j and b j in (210), and Rquadr with

Rquadr,1 and Rquadr,2 identically to (145)-(146) with a j, b j replaced by those from (210), and multiply them

all by χ̃(t)2. Because χ̃(t) ∈ [0, 1] for all t ∈ [0, T ] by (209), the estimates from (231a) and (231b) from

Lemma 6.4 remain valid.

Second, concerning χ̃(t)[∂t(ϑ(t, x) + ϑc(t)) + div(θ0(t, x)w(t, x) + ϑ(t, x)u0(t, x + B(t))) − ∆(ϑ(t, x) +

χ̃(t)q(t, x))] = (divRtime,2 + divRlin)(t, x) in (239), we can modify (233) and (153b) as follows:

Rlin(t, x) ,χ̃(t)[

d∑

j=1

D−1(∂ta j(t, x))Θ j(t, x) −
?

Td

(∂ta j(t, x))Θ j(t, x)dx

+ θ0(t, x)w(t, x) + ϑ(t, x)u0(t, x + B(t)) − ∇(ϑ(t, x) + χ̃(t)q(t, x))], (241a)

Rtime,2(t, x) ,χ̃(t)[−λω
d∑

j=1

RN(a j(t, x)(∂t̺
j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

(x), ψ
j
ν(x))]. (241b)

Because χ̃(t) ∈ [0, 1] for all t ∈ [0, T ] by (209), it is clear that same estimates in (234) from Lemma 6.5

continue to hold for Rlin and Rtime,2 in (241).

Third, concerning χ̃(t)2div(q(t, x)(u0(t, x+ B(t))+ χ̃(t)w(t, x))) = divRq(t, x) in (239), it suffices to define

Rq(t, x) , χ̃(t)2q(t, x)(u0(t, x + B(t)) + χ̃(t)w(t, x))

for which the same estimate in (236) clearly goes through considering that χ̃(t) ∈ [0, 1] for all t ∈ [0, T ] by

(209).

Fourth, concerning χ̃(t)div([θ0(t, x)+ χ̃(t)ϑ(t, x)+ χ̃(t)2q(t, x)]wc(t, x)) = divRcorr(t, x) in (239), we define

Rcorr(t, x) , χ̃(t)[θ0(t, x) + χ̃(t)ϑ(t, x) + χ̃(t)2q(t, x)]wc(t, x) (242)

for which the same estimate in (237) applies because χ̃(t) ∈ [0, 1] for all t ∈ [0, T ] by (209).

Fifth, concerning (χ̃(t)2 − 1)divRl(t, x) in (239), via (209) and Young’s inequality for convolution we

bound for all t ∈ ( Σ
2
,Σ ∧ T ]

‖(χ̃(t)2 − 1)Rl(t)‖L1
x
≤ sup

τ∈[t−l,t]

‖R0(τ)‖L1
x
. (243)

Sixth, concerning div(Rl − R0)(t, x) = divRmoll(t, x) in (239), we define Rmoll identically to (169), the

same estimate in (238) applies.

Finally, concerning ∂tχ̃(t)(ϑ(t, x) + ϑc(t)) + ∂tχ̃(t)2(q(t, x) + qc(t)) = divRcutoff(t, x) in (239), we define

Rcutoff(t, x) , D−1(∂tχ̃(t)(ϑ(t, x) + ϑc(t)) + ∂tχ̃(t)2[q(t, x) + qc(t)]) (244)

and separately estimate L1(Td)-norms of D−1(∂tχ̃(t)(ϑ(t, x) + ϑc(t)) and D−1(∂tχ̃(t)2[q(t, x) + qc(t)]), both

of which are well-defined because ϑ(t, x) + ϑc(t) and q(t, x) + qc(t) are mean-zero due to (110). First, for

λ ∈ N sufficiently large

‖D−1(∂tχ̃(t)(ϑ(t, x) + ϑc(t)))‖L1
x

(245)

(51)
. Σ−1‖ϑ(t)‖L1

x

(212)(99)(171)
. Σ−1

d∑

j=1

(λ(d+1)ι sup
τ∈[t−l,t]

‖R j

0
(τ)‖L1

x
+ Γ)

1
p λ−αb ≪ δ

because ι <
pαb

d+1
due to (185). Second, for λ ∈ N sufficiently large

‖D−1(∂tχ̃(t)2[q(t, x) + qc(t)])‖L1
x

(246)
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(51)
. Σ−1‖q(t)‖L1

x

(212)(99)(171)
. Σ−1

d∑

j=1

(λ(d+1)ι sup
τ∈[t−l,t]

‖R j

0
(τ)‖L1

x
+ Γ)λ−β ≪ δ

because ι <
β

d+1
due to (185). Considering (245) and (246) in (244) gives us

‖Rcutoff(t)‖L1
x
≪ δ. (247)

Applying these estimates (231), (234), (236), (237), (243), (238), and (247) to (240) allows us to conclude

(205) for t ∈ ( Σ
2
∧ T,Σ ∧ T ].

Finally, on [0, Σ
2
∧ T ], t ≤ Σ

2
and thus χ̃(t) = 0 by (209). Therefore, θ1 ≡ θ0 and u1 ≡ u0 due to (207) so

that R1 ≡ R0; hence, (205) for this range of t is trivially satisfied.

Lastly, we prove (206). We have t ∈ (4Σ ∧ T, T ]. If T ≤ 4Σ, then there is nothing to prove; thus, we

assume that 4Σ < T so that t ∈ (4Σ, T ]. Therefore, t > 4Σ so that χ̃(t) = 1 by (209). Moreover, as 4Σ < T ,

we have [2Σ∧T, T ] = [2Σ, T ]. We also note that (199) is applicable here. Let us compute using (207)-(208)

|
∫

Td

θ1(t, x)u1(t, x + B(t))dx −
∫

Td

θ0(t, x)u0(t, x + B(t))dx −
d∑

j=1

∫

Td

χ2
j(t, x)dxΓe j|

≤A(t) +B(t) + C(t) + D(t) + E(t) (248)

where

A(t) , |
∫

Td

ϑ(t, x)w(t, x) −
d∑

j=1

χ2
j (t, x)e jΓdx|, (249a)

B(t) , |
∫

Td

(θ0w)(t, x) + ϑ(t, x)u0(t, x + B(t))dx|, (249b)

C(t) , |
∫

Td

q(t, x)(u0(t, x + B(t)) + w(t, x))dx|, (249c)

D(t) , |
∫

Td

(θ0 + ϑ + q)(t, x)wc(t, x)dx|, (249d)

E(t) , |(ϑc + qc)(t)

∫

Td

u0(t, x + B(t)) + w(t, x) + wc(t, x))dx|. (249e)

When defining a new defect R1 (e.g., (239)), the last term E(t) typically vanishes because div((ϑc(t) +

qc(t))(u0(t, x + B(t)) + w(t, x) + wc(t, x))) = 0 but not here; hence, we need to estimate this term as well.

Now the most difficult term in (249) is A. Importantly, we furthermore split it from (249a) by relying on

an orthogonality relation (100) as follows:

A(t)
(212)(100)
= |

∫

Td

d∑

j=1

a j(t, x)b j(t, x)Θ j(t, x)W j(t, x) − χ2
j (t, x)e jΓdx|

(211)
= |

∫

Td

d∑

j=1

χ2
j(t, x)(R

j

l
(t, x) + Γ)Θ j(t, x)W j(t, x) −

d∑

j=1

χ2
j (t, x)Γe jdx|

=|
∫

Td

d∑

j=1

χ2
j(t, x)R

j

l
(t, x)[Θ j(t, x)W j(t, x) − e j] + χ

2
j (t, x)R

j

l
(t, x)e j

+ χ2
j (t, x)Γ[Θ j(t, x)W j(t, x) − e j]dx|

(71)
≤ A1(t) + A2(t) + A3(t) (250)

where

A1(t) , |
∫

Td

d∑

j=1

χ2
j(t, x)R

j

l
(t, x)[(̺

j
µ ˜̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

(ψ
j
ν)

2e j − e j]dx|, (251a)

A2(t) , |
∫

Td

d∑

j=1

χ2
j(t, x)R

j

l
(t, x)e jdx|, (251b)
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A3(t) , |
∫

Td

d∑

j=1

χ2
j(t, x)[(̺

j
µ ˜̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

(ψ
j
ν)

2e j − e j]dxΓ|. (251c)

Remark 6.5. Subtracting and adding terms in (251) is crucial. Indeed, estimating e.g.
∫

Td R
j

l
(t, x)Θ j(t, x)W j(t, x)dx

by simply ‖R j

l
(t)‖L1

x
‖Θ j(t)W j(t)‖L∞x in hope to make use of (199) on ‖R j

l
(t)‖L1

x
will not work because ‖Θ jW j‖L∞x

(71)
=

ω‖Q j‖L∞x and this is too large (see e.g., ‖Q j(t)‖Lp
x
≤ Mµb

ω
in (99a)). Within (251a) and (251c) we will further

split

(̺
j
µ ˜̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

(ψ
j
ν)

2 − 1 = (̺
j
µ ˜̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

((ψ j)2 − 1)ν + (̺
j
µ ˜̺

j
µ − 1)λ ◦ τωte j

(252)

identically to the derivation of (142) and take advantage of the mean-zero property of (ψ j)2−1 and (̺
j
µ ˜̺

j
µ−

1) ◦ τλωte j
due to (69) and (65) so that we can employ (46), which was never used in [47]. On the other

hand, we can handle A2 in (251b) by (199).

Using (252) we further split

A1(t) ≤ A1,1(t) + A1,2(t) (253)

where

A1,1(t) , |
∫

Td

d∑

j=1

χ2
j(t, x)R

j

l
(t, x)(̺

j
µ ˜̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

((ψ j)2 − 1)νe jdx|, (254a)

A1,2(t) , |
∫

Td

d∑

j=1

χ2
j(t, x)R

j

l
(t, x)(̺

j
µ ˜̺

j
µ − 1)λ ◦ τωte j

e jdx| (254b)

similarly to (146). Now we estimate using that (ψ j)2−1 is mean-zero due to (69) and Wd+1,1(Td) →֒ L∞(Td),

for λ ∈ N sufficiently large

A1,1(t)
(46)
.

d∑

j=1

ν−1‖∇(χ2
j(t, x)R

j

l
(t, x)(̺

j
µ ˜̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

)‖L1
x
‖(ψ j)2 − 1‖L∞x

(44)(63)
. ν−1

d∑

j=1

[‖R j

l
(t)‖Wd+1,1

x
‖̺ j

µ ˜̺
j
µ‖L1 + ‖R j

l
(t)‖Wd+2,1

x
‖̺ j

µ ˜̺
j
µ‖L1 + ‖R j

l
(t)‖Wd+1,1

x
λ‖̺ j

µ ˜̺
j
µ‖W1,1 ]

(64)(60)(199)
. ν−1δl−d−1(l−1 + λµ)

(171)
≈ λ−γδλ(d+1)ι(λι + λ1+α) ≪ δ (255)

because ι
(173)
<

γ−1−α
3d+5

<
γ−1−α

d+1
. Next, we estimate A1,2 from (254b) using

∫

Td ̺
j
µ ˜̺

j
µ − 1dx = 0 from (62b) as

follows:

A1,2(t)
(46)
. λ−1

d∑

j=1

‖∇(χ2
j(t, x)R

j

l
(t, x))‖L∞x ‖(̺

j
µ ˜̺

j
µ − 1) ◦ τλωte j

‖L1
x

(256)

(63)
. λ−1

d∑

j=1

‖R j

l
(t)‖Wd+2,1

x
(‖̺ j

µ‖L2 ‖ ˜̺ j
µ‖L2 + 1)

(64)(199)
. λ−1λ(d+2)ιδ ≪ δ

as ι
(173)
< 1

3d+5
< 1

d+2
. Second, we estimate

A2(t)
(251b)(200)

≤
d∑

j=1

∫

Td

|R j

l
(t, x)|dx ≤ d sup

τ∈[t−l,t]

‖R0(τ)‖L1
x

(199)
≤ 2dδ. (257)

Similarly to A1, we make use of (252) and split A3 from (251c) by

A3(t) ≤ A3,1(t) + A3,2(t) (258)

where

A3,1(t) , |
∫

Td

d∑

j=1

χ2
j (t, x)Γ(̺

j
µ ˜̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

((ψ j)2 − 1)νe jdx|, (259a)
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A3,2(t) , |
∫

Td

d∑

j=1

χ2
j (t, x)Γ(̺

j
µ ˜̺

j
µ − 1)λ ◦ τωte j

e jdx| (259b)

and estimate for λ ∈ N sufficiently large

A3,1(t)
(46)
. Γ

d∑

j=1

ν−1‖∇(χ2
j(t, x)(̺

j
µ ˜̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

)‖L1
x
‖(ψ j)2 − 1‖L∞x (260)

.Γν−1
d∑

j=1

‖̺ j
µ‖L2‖ ˜̺ j

µ‖L2 + λ(‖̺ j
µ‖W1,2‖ ˜̺ j

µ‖L2 + ‖̺ j
µ‖L2‖ ˜̺ j

µ‖W1,2 )
(64)
. Γλ−γ[1 + λ1+α]

(171b)
≪ δ

and

A3,2(t)
(46)
. Γλ−1

d∑

j=1

‖∇χ2
j(t)‖L∞x ‖(̺

j
µ ˜̺

j
µ − 1) ◦ τλωte j

‖L1
x

(64)
. Γλ−1

d∑

j=1

(µa− d
2 ‖̺‖L2µb− d

2 ‖̺‖L2 + 1)
(60)
≈ Γλ−1 ≪ δ. (261)

Applying (255) and (256) to (253) for A1, as well as (260) and (261) to (258) for A3, and considering (257)

imply that for all t ∈ (4Σ, T ] and λ ∈ N sufficiently large

A(t)
(250)
≤ A1(t) + A2(t) + A3(t) ≤ δd(

5

2
). (262)

Next, utilizing (218a) we can estimate B from (249b) similarly to (157) by taking ι > 0 sufficiently small

so that

ι < min{ αap′

d + 1
,
αbp

d + 1
} (263)

and λ ∈ N sufficiently large, for all t ∈ (4Σ, T ]

B(t)
(212)
.

d∑

j=1

‖θ0(t)‖L∞x ‖b j(t)‖L∞x ‖W j(t)‖L1
x
+ ‖a j(t)‖L∞x ‖Θ j(t)‖L1

x
‖u0(t)‖L∞x

(218a)(99b)
. ‖θ0(t)‖L∞x λ

( d+1
p′ )ι

δ
1
p′ λ−αa + λ

( d+1
p

)ι
δ

1
p λ−αb‖u0(t)‖L∞x

(171c)
≪ δ. (264)

Next, similarly to (161) we can estimate C from (249c) for all t ∈ (4Σ, T ] by taking λ ∈ N sufficiently large

and ι <
β−αb

(d+1)(1+ 1
p′ )

(which is possible thanks to (171c))

C(t)
(211)(212)
.

d∑

j=1

(‖R j

l
(t)‖L∞x + Γ)‖Q j(t)‖L1

x
(‖u0(t)‖L∞x +

d∑

k=1

‖bk(t)‖L∞x ‖Wk(t)‖L∞x ) (265)

(199)
. (λ(d+1)ιδ + Γ)λ−β(‖u0(t)‖L∞x + λ

(d+1)ι 1
p′ δ

1
p′ λαb)

(171c)
≪ δ.

Next, similarly to (164) we can rely on the proofs of (219a)-(219b) and estimate D from (249d) for all

t ∈ (4Σ, T ]

D(t)
(219a)(219b)(221a)

. (‖θ0(t)‖Lp
x
+ M[(2δ)

1
p + Γ

1
p ] + λ−

1
p δ

1
p l−d−2 + l−d−1δµbω−1)

× δ
1
p′ [

N∑

k=1

(

λµl−d−2

ν

)k

+
(λµl−d−2)N+1

νN
]

(171)
≈ (‖θ0(t)‖Lp

x
+ [2δ + Γ]

1
p + λ

− 1
p
+(d+2)ι

δ
1
p + λ(d+1)ιδλαb−β)

× δ
1
p′ [

N∑

k=1

λ(1+α+(d+2)ι−γ)k + λ(1+α+(d+2)ι)(N+1)−γN ] ≪ δ (266)



46 KOLEY AND YAMAZAKI

due to (173) which guarantees

ι < min{ 1

p(d + 2)
,
β − αb

d + 1
,
γ − 1 − α

d + 2
,

1

d + 2
(
γN

N + 1
− 1 − α)}.

At last, we estimate E from (249e) as follows. Using (211), (221a), (99b), (263), and (172)-(173) that

implies

ι < min{ pαb

d + 1
,
γ − 1 − α

d + 2
,

1

d + 2
[
γN

N + 1
− 1 − α]},

as well as λ ∈ N sufficiently large

E(t) ≤(‖ϑ(t)‖L1
x
+ ‖q(t)‖L1

x
)(‖u0(t, x + B(t))‖L1

x
+ ‖w(t)‖L1

x
+ ‖wc(t)‖L1

x
) (267)

(212)
. (‖

d∑

j=1

(a jΘ
j)(t)‖L1

x
+ ‖

d∑

j=1

(a jb jQ
j)(t)‖L1

x
)(‖u0(t)‖

L
p′
x
+ ‖

d∑

j=1

(b jW
j)(t)‖L1

x
+ ‖wc(t)‖

L
p′
x

)

(218a)
. (l−

d+1
p δ

1
p (

M

µb
) + ( sup

τ∈[t−l,t]

‖R j

0
(τ)‖L∞x + Γ)(

M

ω
))

× (‖u0(t)‖
L

p′
x
+ l
− d+1

p′ δ
1
p′

M

µa
+ δ

1
p′ [

N∑

k=1

(

λµl−d−2

ν

)k

+
(λµl−d−2)N+1

νN
])

(171)
≈ (λ( d+1

p
)ι−αb

δ
1
p + ( sup

τ∈[t−l,t]

‖R j

0
(τ)‖L∞x + Γ)λ−β)

× (‖u0(t)‖
L

p′
x
+ λ

( d+1
p′ )ι−αa

+ δ
1
p′ [

N∑

k=1

(λ[1+α+(d+2)ι−γ]k + λ[1+α+(d+2)ι](N+1)−γN ]) ≪ δ.

Considering (262), (264), (265), (266), and (267) into (248), we finally conclude (206):

|
∫

Td

θ1(t, x)u1(t, x + B(t))dx −
∫

Td

θ0(t, x)u0(t, x + B(t))dx −
d∑

j=1

∫

Td

χ2
j(t, x)dxe jΓ|

≤(A +B + C + D + E)(t) ≤ δ3d.

The facts that (θ1, u1,R1) are (Ft)t≥0-adapted and has regularity listed in (198) can be shown identically to

the proof of Proposition 4.2. Finally, it is clear that χ̃(0) = 0 from (209) implies

θ1(0, x)
(207)
= θ0(0, x) = θin(x), u1(0, x)

(207)
= u0(0, x) = uin(x). (268)

�

With Proposition 6.1 in hand, we are ready to prove Theorem 2.5.

Proof of Theorem 2.5. We take θ0 ≡ 0, u0 ≡ 0 and R0 ≡ 0 so that the hypothesis of Proposition 6.1 with

θin ≡ 0, uin ≡ 0 are all trivially satisfied. For the fixed ξ ∈ (0, T ) from the hypothesis of Theorem 2.5, we

can take e.g.,

δn , 2−n, Σn ,
ξ

4
2−n, and Γn ,






2δn if n ∈ N \ {3},
K ≫ 1 if n = 3.

(269)

Note that this choice satisfies “ Γ
δ
≤ C̄ < ∞” from the hypothesis of Proposition 6.1. Then clearly Σn ց 0

as n ր +∞ so that for any t ∈ (0, T ], there exists N ∈ N sufficiently large such that N ≥ 4 and 4Σn ≤ t for

all n ≥ N so that t ∈ (4Σn ∧ T, T ]. Due to (201) and (203) this implies

∞∑

n=0

‖(θn+1 − θn)(t)‖Lp
x

(269)
≤

N∑

n=0

‖(θn+1 − θn)(t)‖Lp
x
+ 4

1
p M

∞∑

n=N+1

2−
n
p < ∞ (270)

and

∞∑

n=0

‖(un+1 − un)(t)‖
L

p′
x

(269)
≤

N∑

n=0

‖(un+1 − un)(t)‖
L

p′
x
+ 4

1
p′ M

∞∑

n=N+1

2
− n

p′ < ∞. (271)
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On the other hand, for any t ∈ [0, T ], we deduce immediately from (202) and (204) that

∞∑

n=0

‖(θn+1 − θn)(t)‖Lυx
(269)
≤

∞∑

n=0

2−n < ∞,
∞∑

n=0

‖(un+1 − un)(t)‖
W

1,p̃
x

(269)
≤

∞∑

n=0

2−n < ∞. (272)

Therefore, {θn(t)}n∈N0
and {un(t)}n∈N0

are Cauchy respectively in C((0, T ]; Lp(Td)) ∩ C([0, T ]; Lυ(Td)) and

C((0, T ]; Lp′(Td))∩C([0, T ]; W1, p̃(Td)) so that there exists unique (θ, u) in [C((0, T ]; Lp(Td))∩C([0, T ]; Lυ(Td))]×
[C((0, T ]; Lp′(Td)) ∩ C([0, T ]; W1, p̃(Td))] and a deterministic constant C such that

‖θ‖C((0,T ];Lp (Td)) + ‖θ‖C([0,T ];Lυ (Td)) + ‖u‖C((0,T ];Lp′ (Td)) + ‖u‖C([0,T ];W1,p̃ (Td)) ≤ C < ∞. (273)

Moreover, because (θ0, u0,R0) are (Ft)t≥0-adapted, so are (θn, un,Rn) for all n ∈ N by Proposition 6.1;

consequently, so are (θ, u). Next, for all t ∈ (0, T ], because Σn =
ξ

4
2−n ց 0 as n ր ∞, we see that there

exists N ∈ N sufficiently large that 2Σn ∧ T ≤ t for all n ≥ N and therefore ‖Rn(t)‖L1
x
≤ 2δn = 21−n ց 0 as

nր +∞ due to (199). Moreover, from (202) and (204) we deduce that (θ, u)|t=0 ≡ 0 because (θ0, u0)|t=0 ≡ 0.

We can now deduce that (ρ, u) where ρ(t, x) = θ(t, x − B(t)) from Section 2 satisfies (8) forced by transport

noise in Stratonovich’s interpretation analytically weakly as follows; i.e., (37). Because (θn, un,Rn) for all

n ∈ N satisfy (197) strongly (recall (198)), we may take an arbitrary ψ ∈ C∞c (Td) and deduce from (197)

∂sθn(s, x)ψ(x + B(s)) + div(un(s, x + B(s))θn(s, x))ψ(x + B(s))

− ∆θn(s, x)ψ(x + B(s)) = −divRn(s, x)ψ(x + B(s)).

We may integrate over [0, t] × Td for any t ∈ [0, T ], integrate by parts considering the smoothness of both

(θn, un,Rn) and ψ, pass the limit n → ∞ considering the convergence results we have obtained already,

apply Itô-Wentzell-Kunita formula (e.g., [44, Theorem 3.3.2 on p. 93], also [42,43]) on
∫

θ(t, x)ψ(x+y) dx

which is smooth, and translate x + B(t) = y to deduce the claim. At last, to prove non-uniqueness in law

of (8) forced by transport noise in Stratonovich’s interpretation, we rely on (206). First, we denote the n-th

repetition of the cut-off function χ j in (200) by

χn, j : [0, T ] × Td 7→ [0, 1] such that χn, j(t, x) =






0 if |R j

n,l
(t, x) + Γn| ≤ δn

4d
,

1 if |R j

n,l
(t, x) + Γn| ≥ δn

2d
,

(274)

where Rn,l is Rn that is mollified in space-time. It is easy to see that due to our choice of parameters from

(269), for any t ∈ (4Σn ∧ T, T ],
∑d

j=1

∫

Td χ
2
n, j

(t, x)dxe j ≡ 0 is impossible. Now ξ < T by hypothesis of

Theorem 2.5 while 4Σ0∧T = ξ∧T by (269); thus, (4Σ0∧T, T ] = (ξ, T ]. For such t ∈ (4Σ0∧T, T ] = (ξ, T ],

using our choice of (θ0, u0) ≡ 0, we can find a finite constant C̃ such that

|
∫

Td

u(t, x + B(t))θ(t, x)dx −
d∑

j=1

∫

Td

χ2
3, j(t, x)dxe jK|

(269)(274)
≤ |

∞∑

n=0

∫

Td

un+1(t, x + B(t))θn+1(t, x) − un(t, x + B(t))θn(t, x) −
d∑

j=1

χ2
n, j(t, x)e jΓndx|

+
∑

n∈N0:n6=3

dΓn

(206)(269)
≤

∞∑

n=0

δn3d + d
∑

n∈N0:n6=3

2(2−n) = C̃. (275)

We take two distinct K,K′ ≫ 1 such that

d∑

j=1

∫

Td

χ3, j(t, x)2dxe j|K − K′| > 2C̃. (276)

For such K,K′, we can get a corresponding (θK , uK) and (θK′ , uK′) so that for t ∈ (4Σ0 ∧ T, T ] = (ξ, T ]

|
∫

Td

uK(t, x + B(t))θK(t, x)dx −
∫

Td

uK′(t, x + B(t))θK′(t, x)dx|

≥
d∑

j=1

∫

Td

χ2
3, j(t, x)dxe j|K − K′|
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− |
∫

Td

uK(t, x + B(t))θK(t, x)dx −




d∑

j=1

∫

Td

χ2
3, j(t, x)dxe j




K|

− |
∫

Td

uK′ (t, x + B(t))θK′(t, x)dx −




d∑

j=1

∫

Td

χ2
3, j(t, x)dxe j




K′|

(276)(275)
> 0. (277)

By a change of variable y = x+ B(t) and θ(t, x) = ρ(t, x+ B(t)), we deduce that we have constructed at least

two pairs (ρK , uK) and (ρK′ , uK′) that satisfy (8) forced by transport noise in Stratonovich’s interpretation

analytically weakly, ρK , uK , ρK′ , uK′ all vanish at t = 0 and for all t ∈ (4Σ0 ∧ T, T ] = (ξ, T ],
∫

Td

uK(t, y)ρK(t, y)dy 6=
∫

Td

uK′ (t, y)ρK′ (t, y)dy P-a.s. (278)

I.e., (40) has been proven. At last, non-uniqueness in law follows immediately. As (278) implies that one of

the integrals is non-zero for some t0 ∈ (ξ, T ], without loss of generality we assume
∫

Td uK(t0, y)ρK(t0, y)dy 6=
0 P-a.s. and hence ρK(t0) 6≡ 0 P-a.s.; we let P denote the law of ρK . Next, we take this uK , construct an

analytically weak solution ρ̃ to (8) forced by transport noise in Stratonovich’s interpretation via Galerkin

approximation with same initial data ρ̃|t=0 ≡ 0, namely ρ̃ ≡ 0. Therefore, if we denote P̃ the law of ρ̃, then

we see that P and P̃ are distinct, allowing us to conclude the non-uniqueness in law. �

7. Appendix A

7.1. Proof of Theorem 2.1. The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem 2.1. In fact, it follows

immediately from the following more general result.

Theorem 7.1. Let ǫ > 0, T > 0, and θ̄ ∈ C∞([0, T ] × Td) such that
>

Td θ̄(t, x)dx = 0 for all t ∈ [0, T ] and

ū ∈ C∞([0, T ] × Td) such that ∇ · ū = 0 on [0, T ] × Td. Set

E , {t ∈ [0, T ] : ∂tθ̄ + div(ūθ̄) +
1

2
θ̄ − ∆θ̄ = 0}. (279)

Let p ∈ (1,∞) and p̃ ∈ (1,∞) such that (14) holds. Then there exist deterministic θ : [0, T ] × Td 7→ R and

u : [0, T ] × Td 7→ Rd such that

(1) θ ∈ C([0, T ]; Lp(Td)) and u ∈ C([0, T ]; Lp′(Td)) ∩ C([0, T ]; W1, p̃(Td)),

(2) (θ, u) satisfies (11) analytically weakly,

(3) (θ, u)(t, x) = (θ̄, ū)(t, x) for all (t, x) ∈ E × Td,

(4) ‖(θ − θ̄)(t)‖Lp
x
< ǫ or ‖(u − ū)(t)‖

L
p′
x
< ǫ for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof of Theorem 2.1 assuming Theorem 7.1. We take Υ ∈ C∞([0, T ]) such that

Υ(t) ∈ [0, 1], Υ(t) =






0 on [0, T
3

],

e−
t
2 on [ 2T

3
, T ].

(280)

Define

θ̄(x) , c(
1

2
− xd) for c 6= 0 (281)

so that
>

Td θ̄(x)dx = 0. Then Υ(t)θ̄(x) ∈ C∞([0, T ] × Td) and
>

Td Υ(t)θ̄(x)dx = 0 for all t ∈ [0, T ]. We take

ū ≡ 0 so that it is smooth and divergence-free. Now (Υθ̄, ū) satisfies

∂t(Υθ̄) + div(ūΥθ̄) +
1

2
Υθ̄ − ∆(Υθ̄) = 0 (282)

on [0, T
3

]∪[ 2T
3
, T ]. Consequently, [0, T

3
]∪[ 2T

3
, T ] ⊂ E. By Theorem 7.1 we find functions θ ∈ C([0, T ]; Lp(Td))

and u ∈ C([0, T ]; Lp′(Td)) ∩ C([0, T ]; W1, p̃(Td)) such that (θ, u) satisfies (11) analytically weakly and

(θ, u)(t) = (Υθ̄, ū)(t) for all t ∈ E. As a result, ρ(t, x) = θ(t, x)eB(t) solves (17), ρ ∈ CtL
p
x P-a.s.,

ρ(t)|t=0 = Υ(0)θ̄e0 = 0 due to (280), and ρ(t) = θ(t)eB(t) is (Ft)t≥0-adapted. Therefore, given B on (Ω,F , P),
for all T > 0 and c 6= 0, we constructed ρ such that ρ|t=0 ≡ 0 and ρ|t=T = eB(T )e−

T
2 c( 1

2
− xd) so that

P({ρ|t=T ≡ 0}) = 0. Due to an arbitrariness of c 6= 0 in (281) we obtain infinitely many (θ, u) and therefore

(ρ, u) that satisfy these properties. Because (ρ̃, B) on (Ω,F , P) where ρ̃ ≡ 0 is another analytically weak

solution with same initial distribution, we conclude that non-uniqueness in law holds on [0, T ]. �
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The proof of Theorem 7.1 follows from the next proposition concerning the following damped transport-

diffusion defect equation

∂tθ + div(uθ) +
1

2
θ − ∆θ = −divR, ∇ · u = 0. (283)

Proposition 7.2. There exists a constant M > 0 such that the following holds. Let p ∈ (1,∞) and p̃ ∈ [1,∞)

such that (14) holds. Then, for any δ, η > 0 and any smooth (θ0, u0,R0) that satisfies (283), there is another

smooth (θ1, u1,R1) that satisfies for al t ∈ [0, T ] (283) and

‖(θ1 − θ0)(t)‖Lp
x
≤ Mη‖R0(t)‖

1
p

L1
x

, (284a)

‖(u1 − u0)(t)‖
L

p′
x
≤ Mη−1‖R0(t)‖

1
p′

L1
x

, (284b)

‖(u1 − u0)(t)‖
W

1,p̃
x
≤ δ, (284c)

‖R1(t)‖L1
x
≤ δ. (284d)

Furthermore, R1(t) ≡ 0 and (θ1, u1)(t) ≡ (θ0, u0)(t) for all t ∈ [0, T ] such that R0(t) ≡ 0.

Proof of Theorem 7.1 assuming Proposition 7.2. We take (θ̄, ū) in the hypothesis of Theorem 7.1 and define

(θ0, u0) = (θ̄, ū), R0(t) , −D−1[∂tθ̄ + div(ūθ̄) +
1

2
θ̄](t) + ∇θ̄(t) (285)

where R0 is well-defined by Definition 3.1 because
∫

Td

1
2
θ̄(t)dx = 0. The rest of this proof follows very

closely the “Proof of Theorem 1.2, assuming Proposition 2.1” in [47, Section 2] and thus is omitted. �

Therefore, the proof of Theorem 2.1 is complete once Proposition 7.2 is proven. In fact, we can adhere

to the convex integration setting from Section 3.2 and Proposition 7.2 can be proven similarly to the proof

of [47, Proposition 2.1] with only a few necessary modifications. We actually already addressed all such

modifications. First, we need to choose ǫ in (97) rather than ǫ in [47, Equation (4.11)]. We prove in

Appendix B that with such a choice of ǫ, we can still retain Lemma 4.3, which is [47, Proposition 4.4].

Using the same observation in the proof of (121b), specifically (129), we can also retain Lemma [47,

Lemma 4.12]. Finally, concerning the definition of the new defect R1, in the proofs of Theorems 2.2,

2.4, and 2.5, we added the diffusion −∆(ϑ + q) within Rlin (see e.g., (131) and (153a)). Because the only

difference from our current proof and that of [47, Proposition 2.1] is the diffusive and damping terms, let

us define

Rdiff
,

1

2
D−1[ϑ + ϑc + q + qc] − ∇[ϑ + q] (286)

which is well-defined as
>

Td ϑ + ϑc + q + qc = 0 by definitions of ϑc and qc on [47, p. 1093] (see (110)) so

that we have

− R1 , Rtime,1 + Rquadr + Rχ + Rtime,2 + Rlin + Rq + Rcorr + Rdiff (287)

where Rtime,1,Rquadr,Rχ,Rtime,2,Rlin,Rq, and Rcorr are defined identically to [47]. Then the rest of the proof of

[47, Proposition 2.1] completely goes through with same choice of parameters in (171) ( [47, Section 6.1])

leaving us an only task to show that ‖Rdiff(t)‖L1
x
≪ δ to conclude (284d). The estimate of the diffusive term

∇[ϑ + q] is described on [47, p. 1106]; in fact, simplification of how we handled this term in (158) already

shows that ‖∇(ϑ + q)‖L1
x
≪ δ in our current case. The estimate of the damping term 1

2
D−1[ϑ + ϑc + q + qc]

is even easier as follows: as ϑ + ϑc + q + qc is mean-zero,

‖D−1[(ϑ + ϑc + q + qc)(t)]‖L1
x

(51)
. ‖(ϑ + ϑc + q + qc)(t)‖L1

x
. [‖ϑ(t)‖L1

x
+ ‖q(t)‖L1

x
] (288)

.

d∑

j=1

[‖a j(t)‖L∞x ‖Θ j(t)‖L1
x
+ ‖a j(t)‖L∞‖b j(t)‖L∞x ‖Q j(t)‖L1

x
]

(99b)
.

M

µb
+

M

ω
≪ 1

for λ ∈ N sufficiently large. This completes the proof of Theorem 2.1.
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7.2. Proof of Theorem 2.4. The following result is the key proposition, analogous to Proposition 4.2.

Proposition 7.3. There exists a constant M > 0 such the following holds. Let p ∈ (1,∞), p̃ ∈ [1,∞) such

that (14) holds, and ̟ ∈ (0, 1
4
). Then for any δ, η > 0 and (Ft)t≥0-adapted (θ0, u0,R0) in the regularity class

(198) that satisfies (197) such that for all t ∈ [0, T ]
>

Td θ0(t, x)dx = 0 and

‖R0(t)‖L1
x
≤ 2δ, (289)

there exists another (Ft)t≥0-adapted (θ1, u1,R1) that satisfies (197) in same corresponding regularity class

(198) such that for all t ∈ [0, T ]
>

Td θ1(t, x)dx = 0 and satisfies

‖(θ1 − θ0)(t)‖Lp
x
≤ Mη(2δ)

1
p , (290a)

‖(u1 − u0)(t)‖
L

p′
x
≤ Mη−1(2δ)

1
p′ , (290b)

‖(u1 − u0)(t)‖
W

1,p̃
x
≤ δ, (290c)

‖R1(t)‖L1
x
≤ δ. (290d)

Finally, if (θ0, u0,R0)(0, x) are deterministic, then so are (θ1, u1,R1)(0, x).

Proof of Theorem 2.4 assuming Proposition 7.3. The following proof has much similarity with the proof of

Theorem 2.2 assuming Proposition 4.2; in fact, it’s much simpler. For the K > 1 fixed from hypothesis, we

can define θ0(t, x) , Kt(xd − 1
2
), u0 ≡ 0 and R0 , −D−1∂tθ0 similarly to (80). By construction, (θ0, u0,R0)

satisfies (197), and θ0 ∈ C∞t,x, u0 ∈ C
1
2
−2̟

t C∞x , R0 ∈ C
1
2
−2̟

t C∞x . From (81) we see that this new definition of

θ0 gives

‖θ0(t)‖Lp =
Kt

2(p + 1)
1
p

. (291)

Similarly to the proof of Theorem 2.2 we set δ = supt∈[0,T ]‖R0(t)‖L1
x

so that Proposition 7.3 is applicable.

For the fixed T > 0 from hypothesis of Theorem 2.4, we choose similarly to (82)-(83) δn = δ2−(n−1) for

n ∈ N0, ηn so that δ
1
p

n ηn = σδ
1
2
n for σ > 0 such that

σ4(p + 1)
1
p M

∞∑

n=0

√
δ2−

n−1
2 < T (292)

similarly to (84). We note that at first sight, the proof of Theorem 2.2 assuming Proposition 4.2 seems

to rely heavily on L (e.g., (90a), (90b), (91), (92)) and hence seems to suggest difficulty in our current

proof; this is somewhat compensated by the fact that we can choose this σ freely and we included T in

its range. Now we apply Proposition 7.3 repeatedly, similarly to (85), and deduce that there exist unique

θ ∈ C([0, T ]; Lp(Td)), u ∈ C([0, T ]; Lp′(Td)) ∩ C([0, T ]; W1, p̃(Td)) which are both (Ft)t≥0-adapted, satisfies

the same deterministic bound in (88) over [0, T ] such that

θn → θ in C([0, T ]; Lp(Td)), un → u in C([0, T ]; Lp′(Td)) ∩ C([0, T ]; W1, p̃(Td)), (293a)

Rn → 0 in C([0, T ]; L1(Td)). (293b)

Consequently, by similar computations to (89) and the proof of Theorem 2.5, (θ, u) satisfies (12) analytically

weakly and hence (ρ, u) satisfies (8) forced by transport noise analytically weakly, i.e., (37). Now we fix

such ρ and ρin = ρ|t=0. Due to our choice of σ in (292), identically to (91) we can deduce

‖(θ − θ0)(t)‖Lp

(290a)
≤

∞∑

n=0

Mηn(2δn+1)
1
p

(292)
<

T

4(p + 1)
1
p

. (294)

Then (38) follows immediately by using the fact that ‖θ0(0)‖Lp
x
= 0 from (291):

‖ρ(T )‖Lp
x
= ‖θ(T )‖Lp

x
≥‖θ0(T )‖Lp

x
− ‖(θ − θ0)(T )‖Lp

x

(291)(294)
>

KT

2(p + 1)
1
p

− T

4(p + 1)
1
p

(294)
> K‖θ(0) − θ0(0)‖Lp

x

(291)
= K[‖θ(0) − θ0(0)‖Lp

x
+ ‖θ0(0)‖Lp

x
] ≥ K‖ρin‖Lp

x
.

Identically to the proof of Theorem 2.2, because (θ0, u0,R0)(0, x) were deterministic, Proposition 7.3

implies that (θn, un,Rn)(0, x) for all n ∈ N are deterministic and consequently so is θ(0, x) = ρin(x). Lastly,
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we deduce the non-uniqueness in law from (38). Let P denote the law of ρ that we constructed. On the other

hand, by Galerkin approximation we can construct a martingale solution P̃ such thatEP̃[‖ξ(T )‖Lp ] ≤ ‖ξin‖Lp .

In observation of (38), we conclude that P and P̃ are distinct. This completes the proof of Theorem 2.4. �

The rest of the proof of Theorem 2.4 is devoted to the proof of Proposition 7.3. Except several crucial

modifications, we can follow the steps in the proof of Proposition 4.2.

7.2.1. Proof of Proposition 7.3. We define l , λ−ι identically to (94). Given (Ft)t≥0-adapted (θ0, u0,R0) in

the regularity class (198) that satisfies (197), we extend R0 to t < 0 with its value at t = 0 and mollify it

identically to (96). For the fixed p ∈ (1,∞) from the hypothesis of Proposition 7.3, we again define a , d
p

and b , d
p′ so that a+b = d as in (60). We continue with same convex integration settings identically to the

proof of Theorem 2.2: r from Lemma 3.8, ̺ from (59), ψ from (67), λ, µ, ω, ν from (70), Θ
j

λ,µ,ω,ν
, W

j

λ,µ,ω,ν
,

and Q
j

λ,µ,ω,ν
from (71). We define ǫ to satisfy (97) again so that Lemma 4.3 remains valid for us. We write

Rl(t, x) in components again as in (102). Next, we define θ1 identically to but u1 differently from (103) as

follows:

θ1(t, x) , θ0(t, x) + ϑ(t, x) + ϑc(t) + q(t, x) + qc(t), (295a)

u1(t, x) , u0(t, x) + w(t, x − B(t)) + wc(t, x − B(t)) (295b)

(recall Remark 6.4) where we identically define ϑ(t, x),w(t, x), q(t, x) in (104), and a j, b j in (106), but with

slightly modified χ j from (105):

χ j : R≥0 × Td 7→ [0, 1] and χ j(t, x) =






0 if |R j

l
(t, x)| ≤ δ

4d
,

1 if |R j

l
(t, x)| ≥ δ

2d
.

(296)

(recall (207)). We observe that the identities (107)-(108) and the estimate (109) all remain valid. We define

ϑc and qc identically to (110) so that θ1 is mean-zero. Moreover, similarly to (111) we can compute

∇ · w(t, x − B(t))
(108)(71)(68)

=

d∑

j=1

∇(b j(t, x − B(t))( ˜̺
j
µ)λ ◦ τB(t)+ωte j

) · ψ j
ν(x − B(t))e j (297)

due to ∇ · ψ j(ν(x − B(t))e j) = 0. We define wc(t, x) and f j(t, x) identically to (112) so that

wc(t, x − B(t)) = −
d∑

j=1

RN( f j(t, x − B(t)), ψ
j
ν(x − B(t))e j), (298a)

f j(t, x − B(t)) = ∇(b j(t, x − B(t)) ˜̺
j
µ(λ(x − B(t) − ωte j))). (298b)

Similarly to (113) we see from (298) that ∇ · wc(x − B(t)) = −∇ · w(t, x − B(t)). Therefore, we conclude

from (295b) that ∇ · u1 = 0 as desired. Next, due to our choice of definitions thus far, it is clear from (289)

and (296) that Lemmas 4.4-4.5 remain valid with “M0(t)” therein replaced by “1.” For completeness, we

list these estimates here: analogously to (115a), (115b), (115c), we have for all j ∈ {1, . . . , d} and t ∈ [0, T ]

‖a j(t)‖L∞x . η‖R0‖
1
p

Ct,x
, ‖b j(t)‖L∞x . η−1‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, (299a)

‖a j(t)‖Cs
x
. ηl−(d+2)sδ

1
p , ‖b j(t)‖Cs

x
. η−1l−(d+2)sδ

1
p′ ∀ s ∈ N, (299b)

‖∂ta j(t)‖L∞x . ηl−(d+2)δ
1
p , ‖∂tb j(t)‖L∞x . η−1l−(d+2)δ

1
p′ , (299c)

which lead to, analogously to (119a), (119b), (119c), (119d), (119e), (120), (121a), (121b):

‖ϑ(t)‖Lp
x
≤ Mη

2
(2δ)

1
p +

C

λ
1
p

ηl−(d+2)δ
1
p , (300a)

‖q(t)‖Lp
x
≤ Cl−(d+1)δµbω−1, (300b)

|ϑc(t)| ≤ Cη‖R0‖
1
p

Ct,x
µ−b and |qc(t)| ≤ C‖R0‖Ct,x

ω−1, (300c)

‖w(t)‖
L

p′
x
≤ M

2η
(2δ)

1
p′ +

C

λ
1
p′
η−1l−(d+2)δ

1
p′ , (300d)
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‖w(t)‖
W

1,p̃
x
≤ Cη−1l−(d+2)δ

1
p′
λµ + ν

µ1+ǫ
, (300e)

‖DkDh f j(t)‖Lr
x
≤ Cη−1δ

1
p′ l−(d+2)(k+h+1)(λµ)k+h+1µb− d

r ∀ k, h ∈ N0, r ∈ [1,∞], (300f)

‖wc(t)‖
L

p′
x
≤ Cη−1δ

1
p′ [

N∑

k=1

(

λµl−(d+2)

ν

)k

+
(λµl−(d+2))N+1

νN
], (300g)

‖wc(t)‖
W

1,p̃
x
≤ Cη−1 δ

1
p′ [λµl−(d+2) + ν]

µ1+ǫ
[

N∑

k=1

(

l−(d+2)λµ

ν

)k

+
(l−(d+2)λµ)N+1

νN
]. (300h)

The next step is to define the new defect R1; in fact, we observe that it is same as (223a)-(223b) and (224)

due to (197) and (295).

7.2.2. Estimates on ∂t(q(t, x)+qc(t, x))+div(ϑ(t, x)w(t, x)−Rl(t, x)) = (divRtime,1+divRquadr+divRχ)(t, x) in

(223b). The estimates here follow Section 4.1.1 completely. Specifically, the identities (133) and (134) go

through identically. We define Rχ identically to (135), although with χ j in (296). The identities (136)-(142)

follow. We define Rtime,1, Rquadr,1,Rquadr,2, and Rquadr identically to (143), (145), (146) so that identities (144)

and (147) hold. It follows that Lemmas 4.6 holds with “M0(t)” therein replaced by “1,” specifically

‖Rχ(t)‖L1
x
≤ δ

2
, (301a)

‖Rtime,1(t)‖L1
x
≤ Cω−1l−(d+2) max{δ

1
p ‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, δ

1
p′ ‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
}, (301b)

‖Rquadr(t)‖L1
x
≤ C

(

λµ

ν
+

1

λ

)

l−(d+2)2 max{δ
1
p ‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, δ

1
p′ ‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
}. (301c)

7.2.3. Estimates on ∂t(ϑ(t, x) + ϑc(t)) + div(θ0(t, x)w(t, x) + ϑ(t, x)u0(t, x + B(t))) − ∆(ϑ(t, x) + q(t, x)) =

(divRtime,2+divRlin)(t, x) in (223b). The only difference here from Section 4.1.2 is u0(t, x+B(t)) rather than

u0(t, x). The identity (152) continues to hold with u0(t, x) therein replaced by u0(t, x + B(t)). We define

Rtime,2 identically to (153b) and Rlin identically to (233) except with a j from (106) instead of (210) and

w, ϑ, and q from (104) instead of (208). This new definition allows (154a) to continue to hold, only with

u0(t, x) replaced by u0(t, x + B(t)) while (154b) also holds. With “M0(t)” therein replaced by “1,” (155a)

continues to hold while (155b) also remains valid; i.e.,

‖Rlin(t)‖L1
x
≤ C(µ−a‖θ0‖Ct,x

η−1‖R0‖
1
p′

Ct,x
+ µ−bη[‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
‖u0‖Ct,x

+ δ
1
p l−(d+2)] (302a)

+ [η‖R0‖
1
p

Ct,x
µ−b + ‖R0‖Ct,x

ω−1][λµ + ν] + l−(d+2) max{δ
1
p ‖R0‖

1
p′

Ct,x
, δ

1
p′ ‖R0‖

1
p

Ct,x
}ω−1,

‖Rtime,2(t)‖L1
x
≤ C

(

ω

µb

)

ηδ
1
p





N∑

k=1

(
λµ

ν

)k

l−(d+2)(k−1) +
(λµ)N+1

νN
l−(d+2)N



 . (302b)

7.2.4. Estimates on div(q(t, x)(u0(t, x + B(t)) + w(t, x)) = divRq(t, x) in (223b). Again, the only difference

here from Section 4.1.3 is u0(t, x + B(t)). We define Rq identically to (235) except with q(t, x) from (104)

rather than (208). Then Lemma 4.8 remains valid.

7.2.5. Estimates on div([θ0(t, x) + ϑ(t, x) + q(t, x)]wc(t, x)) = divRcorr(t, x) in (223b). Our current situation

is even simpler than Section 4.1.4 because we can define Rcorr identically to (163) but with no z. This

implies that following the proof of Lemma 4.9 identically, we can bound ‖Rcorr(t)‖L1
x

by the r.h.s. of (164)

without “L
1
4 ” and “M0(t)” replaced by “1,” i.e.,

‖Rcorr(t)‖L1
x
≤C

(

‖θ0‖Ct L
p
x
+ ηδ

1
p [1 + λ−

1
p l−(d+2)] + l−(d+1)δµbω−1

)

× η−1δ
1
p′ [

N∑

k=1

(

λµl−(d+2)

ν

)k

+
(λµl−(d+2))N+1

νN
]. (303)
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7.2.6. Estimates on divRmoll in (223b). We define Rmoll(t, x) identically to (169) and the estimate from

Lemma 4.11 directly applies for us here as well.

Next, we choose parameters identically to (171) and ι sufficiently small to satisfy (173). By construction,

(θ1, u1,R1) solves (197). Due to cut-offs χ j, θ1 and u1 defined in (295) satisfy θ1 ∈ C∞t,x, u1 ∈ C
1
2
−2̟

t C∞x while

R1 ∈ C
1
2
−2̟

t C∞x due to w(t, x−B(t))+wc(t, x−B(t)) within u1(t, x) and u0(t, x+B(t)) within R1(t, x). We can

now verify (290a)-(290d) very similarly to our proof of (79) with “M0(t)” therein replaced by “1.” Lastly,

the proof that (θ1, u1,R1) are (Ft)t≥0-adapted and that (θ1, u1,R1)(0, x) are deterministic if (θ0, u0,R0)(0, x)

are deterministic is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.2 and thus omitted.

7.3. Proof of Corollary 2.6. Following the appropriate modification of [47, Proposition 2.1] in the case

with diffusion −∆ρ, we are able to deduce this key iteration scheme:

Proposition 7.4. There exists a constant M > 0 such that the following holds. Let p ∈ (1,∞) and p̃ ∈ [1,∞)

such that (14) holds, f ∈ L1(0, T ; L
p

0
(Td)). Then for any δ, η > 0 and any smooth (ρ0, u0,R0) that satisfies

∂tρ + div(uρ) − ∆ρ = f − divR, ∇ · u = 0, (304)

there exists another smooth (ρ1, u1,R1) that satisfies (304) and for all t ∈ [0, T ]

‖(ρ1 − ρ0)(t)‖Lp
x
≤ Mη‖R0(t)‖

1
p

L1
x

, ‖(u1 − u0)(t)‖
L

p′
x
≤ Mη−1‖R0(t)‖

1
p′

L1
x

, (305a)

‖(u1 − u0)(t)‖
W

1,p̃
x
≤ δ, ‖R1(t)‖L1

x
≤ δ. (305b)

Remark 7.1. We may furthermore prove that if R0(t) ≡ 0 for some t ∈ [0, T ], then R1(t) ≡ 0 and

(ρ1, u1)(t) ≡ (ρ0, u0)(t) following [47, Proposition 2.1]; however, that result will not help in proving non-

uniqueness for our case with non-zero force anyway.

Proof of Proposition 7.4. The proof of Proposition 7.4 follows that of [47, Proposition 2.1] very similarly

except that one needs to take the diffusion −∆ρ into account as in [47, Section 7.2]. Indeed, although

the external force f is not smooth, it cancels out in the definition of R1 because it appears in (304) for

(ρ0, u0,R0) and (ρ1, u1,R1) (i.e., at the step of (131)). Thus, the same definition of R1 in [47, Equation p.

1096] added by ∇(ϑ + q) suffices for us. We omit details due to similarity to the proofs throughout this

manuscript. �

We now conclude the proof of Corollary 2.6 following those of Theorems 2.2 and 2.4.

Proof of Corollary 2.6. By hypothesis K > 1, T > 0, and f ∈ L1(0, T ; L
p

0
(Td)) are fixed. Thus, we can take

N ∈ N sufficiently large so that

KNT

2(p + 1)
1
p

> K[
T

2(p + 1)
1
p

+

∫ T

0

‖ f (s)‖Lp
x
ds]. (306)

Then we choose ρ0(t, x) , KN t(xd − 1
2
), u0 ≡ 0, R0 , D−1( f − ∂tρ0) which is well-defined because f is

mean-zero by hypothesis. Then by definition, (ρ0, u0,R0) satisfy (304), ρ0 has mean-zero for all t ≥ 0, u0

is trivially divergence-free, and (ρ0, u0,R0) is smooth. Moreover,

‖ρ0(t)‖Lp
x
=

KN t

2(p + 1)
1
p

. (307)

We set δ , supt∈[0,T ]‖R0(t)‖L1
x
, δn = δ2−(n−1) so that δn+1 = δn2−1 identically to (82) and ηn ⊂ (1,∞) for

n ∈ N such that δ
1
p

n ηn = σδ
1
2
n identically to (83) where σ > 0 and

σ4(p + 1)
1
p M

∞∑

n=0

√
δ2−

n−1
2 < T. (308)

Then using Proposition 7.4 iteratively, analogously to the proof of Theorem 2.2 we can find ρ ∈ C([0, T ]; Lp(Td))

and u ∈ C([0, T ]; Lp′(Td)) ∩ C([0, T ]; W1, p̃(Td)) that satisfies (41a) analytically weakly. We fix this ρ and

define ρin = ρ|t=0. We can compute for all t ∈ [0, T ],

‖(ρ − ρ0)(t)‖Lp
x
≤
∞∑

n=0

‖(ρn+1 − ρn)(t)‖Lp
x
≤
∞∑

n=0

Mσδ
1
2
n

(308)
<

T

4(p + 1)
1
p

. (309)
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Finally, this leads to (43) as follows:

‖ρ(T )‖Lp
x

(307)
≥ KNT

2(p + 1)
1
p

− ‖(ρ − ρ0)(T )‖Lp
x

(306)(309)
≥ K[

T

4(p + 1)
1
p

+

∫ T

0

‖ f (s)‖Lp
x
ds]

(309)(307)
> K[‖(ρ − ρ0)(0)‖Lp

x
+ ‖ρ0(0)‖Lp

x
+

∫ T

0

‖ f (s)‖Lp
x
ds] ≥ K[‖ρin‖Lp +

∫ T

0

‖ f (s)‖Lp
x
ds].

�

8. Appendix B

8.1. Further preliminaries. The following Lemma 8.1 is a slight generalization of [30, Proposition II.1]

concerning existence of solution to the non-diffusive transport equation with an external force to the

diffusive case. We note that the precise statement of [30, Proposition II.1] does not include an external

force; however, [30, Remark on p. 514] states that such an external force f can be added if f ∈ L1
t L

p
x .

Lemma 8.1. Let T > 0, p ∈ (1,∞], and θin ∈ Lp(Td). Assume that

u ∈ L1(0, T ; Lp′ (Td)), ∇ · u = 0, c ∈ L1(0, T ; L∞(Td)), f ∈ L1(0, T ; Lp(Td)). (310)

Then there exists an analytically weak solution θ ∈ L∞(0, T ; Lp(Td)) to

∂tθ + (u · ∇)θ + cθ = ∆θ + f ; (311)

i.e., for all φ ∈ C([0, T ] × Td) with compact support in [0, T ) × Td,

−
∫ T

0

∫

Td

θ(t, x)∂tφ(t, x)dxdt −
∫

Td

θin(x)φ(0, x)dx −
∫ T

0

∫

Td

(u(t, x) · ∇)φ(t, x)θ(t, x)dxdt

+

∫ T

0

∫

Td

cφ(t, x)θ(t, x)dxdt =

∫ T

0

∫

Td

θ(t, x)∆φ(t, x) + f (t, x)φ(t, x)dxdt. (312)

Proof of Lemma 8.1. The proof follows that of [30, Proposition II.1] completely with only a care about the

additional diffusive term in case p ∈ (1, 2], partially following the argument of [15, Lemma 3.1]. We start

with ψ that is smooth with compact support, non-negative, and has mass one, define ψǫ (x) , ǫ−dψ( ·
ǫ
) and

mollify to obtain uǫ , u∗xψǫ , cǫ , c∗xψǫ , θ
in
ǫ , θ

in ∗xψǫ , and fǫ , f ∗xψǫ . Thus, we obtain a corresponding

solution θǫ ∈ CtC
1
x to

∂tθǫ + div(uǫθǫ) + cǫθǫ − ∆θǫ = fǫ ∀ t > 0, θǫ |t=0 = θ
in
ǫ . (313)

Now for all p ∈ (1,∞), as the function r 7→ rp is C1, we multiply (313) by |θǫ |p−2θǫ , integrate over Td, use

the fact that ∇ · uǫ = 0 to deduce

1

p
∂t‖θǫ‖pLp

x

−
∫

Td

∆θǫ |θǫ |p−2θǫdx = −
∫

Td

cǫ |θǫ |pdx +

∫

Td

fǫ |θǫ |p−2θǫdx. (314)

If p ∈ [2,∞), then the function r 7→ rp−1 is C1 and thus we can integrate by parts to deduce
∫

Td

∆θǫ |θǫ |p−2θǫdx = −(p − 1)

∫

Td

|∇θǫ |2|θǫ |p−2dx. (315)

On the other hand, if p ∈ (1, 2), then we can use
∫

Td

∆θǫ (|θǫ | + δ)p−2θǫdx = −
∫

Td

(p − 2)|∇θǫ |2|θǫ |(|θǫ | + δ)p−3 + |∇θǫ |2(|θǫ | + δ)p−2dx,

to deduce (315) by monotone and dominated convergence theorems. Having obtained (315) for all p ∈
(1,∞), we can deduce in a standard manner

‖θǫ (t)‖Lp
x
≤ ‖θin‖Lp e

∫ t

0
‖c‖L∞x ds +

∫ t

0

e
∫ t

s
‖c‖L∞x dτ‖ f (s)‖Lp

x
ds; (316)

the case p = ∞ follows by taking limit p ր ∞ in (316). Extracting a subsequence if necessary that

converges to some θ and showing that it satisfies (312) is also standard; we refer to [30, Proposition II.1]

for further details. �
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8.2. Proof of second inequality of (99c) in Lemma 4.3. We estimate

‖W j

λ,µ,ω,ν
(t)‖

W
1,p̃
x

(71)
≤ ‖( ˜̺

j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

‖
L

p̃
x
‖ψ j

ν‖L∞

+ ‖D(( ˜̺
j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

)‖
L

p̃
x
‖ψ j

ν‖L∞ + ‖( ˜̺
j
µ)λ ◦ τωte j

‖
L

p̃
x
‖Dψ j

ν‖L∞
(44)(63)(64)

= µb− d
p̃ ‖̺‖Lp̃ ‖ψ‖L∞ + λµb− d

p̃
+1‖D̺‖Lp̃ ‖ψ‖L∞ + νµb− d

p̃ ‖̺‖Lp̃ ‖Dψ‖L∞
(60)(98)
≤ µ

d
p′ −

d
p̃

M

2d
+ λµ

d
p′ −

d
p̃
+1 M

2d
+ νµ

d
p′ −

d
p̃

M

2d
.

Now d
p′ −

d
p̃
< −1 − ǫ due to (129) and µ ≫ λ due to (70) imply

‖W j

λ,µ,ω,ν
(t)‖

W
1,p̃
x
≤ µ−1−ǫ (

M

2d
) + λµ−ǫ(

M

2d
) + νµ−1−ǫ (

M

2d
) ≤ M

(

λ

µǫ
+

ν

µ1+ǫ

)

for λ ∈ N sufficiently large which is the desired result.
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[27] C. De Lellis and L. Székelyhidi Jr., Dissipative continuous Euler flows, Invent. Math., 193 (2013), 377–407.

[28] L. De Rosa, Infinitely many Leray-Hopf solutions for the fractional Navier-Stokes equations, Comm. Partial Differential Equations,

44 (2019), 335–365.

[29] A. Debussche, Ergodicity results for the stochastic Navier-Stokes equations: an introduction. In P. Constantin, A. Debussche, G.
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[49] S. Modena and L. Székelyhidi Jr., Non-renormalized solutions to the continuity equation, Calc. Var. 58 (2019),

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00526-019-1651-8.
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