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Abstract

We construct a large class of incompressible vector fields with Sobolev regularity, in di-
mension d > 3, for which the chain rule problem has a negative answer. In particular, for
any renormalization map S (satisfying suitable assumptions) and any (distributional) renor-
malization defect T of the form T = div h, where h is an L' vector field, we can construct an
incompressible Sobolev vector field v € W'? and a density p € L for which div(pu) = 0 but
div(B(p)u) =T, provided 1/p+1/p > 1+1/(d — 1).

1 Introduction

This note deals with the problem of the chain rule for the divergence of vector fields, which
can be stated as follows (see [ADLMO07, [CGSWIT]):

Q1: Given a periodic vector field u : T% — R? and a periodic scalar function p : T* — R,
assuming that dive = 0 and div(pu) = 0 in the sense of distributions, can one deduce that
also div(B(p)u) = 0 in the sense of distributions as well, for every given smooth 8 : R — R?

or, in a more general setting,

Q2: Given u, p as before, is it possible to express the quantity div(B(p)u), where §: R — R
s a smooth given function, only in terms of the quantities divu and div(pu)?

Here T¢ = R?/Z? is the d-dimensional flat torus. Similar questions can be asked for more
general domains and boundary conditions, but we prefer to stick to the period case for the
sake of simplicity. Clearly, if p,u are smooth, it holds

div(B(p)u) = 8 () div(pu) + [B(p) — B (p)] divu, (1)

and thus the answer to both questions above is positive.

If, on the contrary, p,u are not smooth, the answer is far from trivial, and it is intimately
connected to the problem of uniqueness of solutions to the Cauchy problem associated to the
linear transport equation

Oip+Vp-u=0. (2)

Given a vector field u, a distributional solution p to (@) is called renormalized if 5(p) is still a
distributional solution to (@) for every C'' map 3, with bounded derivative (such §’s are called
renormalization maps). The vector field u has the renormalization property if every solution
p to @) (in a given class of densities) is renormalized. It is a well known fact dating back to
the 1989 work of DiPerna and Lions [DL89] that, if u has the renormalization property, then
solutions to the Cauchy problem associated to ([2) are unique (in the corresponding class of
densities).

The chain rule question Q1 is then a sort of “stationary version” of the renormalization
property and it is thus natural to expect that vector fields for which uniqueness of solutions
to the Cauchy problem associated to (2] holds are exactly those vector fields for which the
chain rule (in the sense of Q1) holds.

Indeed, DiPerna and Lions in the mentioned paper [DL89] proved uniqueness of solu-
tions for the Cauchy problem associated to (2) in the case of (time dependent) Sobolev
vector fields u € L'([0, T];Wl’p/('ﬂ'd)) with bounded divergence in the class of densities
p € L>=([0,T], LP(T%)), for every given p € [1,00], and the same proof can be used to show
that, if u € Wl’p/('ﬂ'd) and p € LP(T), then the answer to Q1 (and in some sense also to Q2)
is positive. DiPerna and Lions’ uniqueness result for the transport equation (2 was then ex-
tended by Ambrosio in 2004 to the case of incompressible vector fields u € L'([0,T], BV (T%))
with bounded divergence, thus similarly yielding a positive answer to Q1 and Q2 for stationary
vector fields u € BV (T?) with bounded divergence. In both results crucial ingredients are the
bound on one full derivative of the vector field (Vu € L?" in the case of DiPerna and Lions, Vu
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in the space of measures in Ambrosio’s case) and the control on div u, i.e., roughly speaking,
on the rate of compression of the “flow” generated by w.

Ambrosio’s result does not cover the case of BV vector fields whose divergence (which,
in general, is a Radon measure) admits also jump and/or Cantor parts. This case was then
analyzed in 2007 by Ambrosio, De Lellis and Maly in [ADLMO07], where they gave a detailed
answer to Q1 and Q2 for nmearly incompressible vector fields u € BV(TFd) whose divergence
has no Cantor part, and a partial answer to the case when divu has nonzero Cantor part.
The notion of nearly incompressibility is a natural replacement of the bounded divergence
condition in DiPerna-Lions’ and Ambrosio’s theory, and ensures that the product pdivu (see
() between the almost everywhere defined map p and the possibly singular measure div u is
well defined in the sense of of distributions. Here we do not want to enter into more details and
we refer for a definition to [ADLMO7, Def. 7]. More recently (2016) the case of two dimensional
nearly incompressible BV vector fields (with divergence possibly having also Cantor part) was
accurately discussed by Bianchini and Gusev in [BGI6], building on the description of level
sets for Lipschitz continuous functions developed in [ABCI3]. A comprehensive analysis of the
chain rule for the divergence of BV nearly incompressible vector fields in R?, for any d > 2,
was finally performed by Bianchini and Bonicatto in 2020 [BB20].

In these notes we are interested in negative answers to questions Q1 and Q2. More precisely,
we ask whether, for any given renormalization function 8 and any given distribution 7" (usually
called renormalization defect), it is possible to construct a density p and a vector field u (with
the best possible integrability and regularity) such that

divu = div(pu) = 0, (3)

but

div(B(p)u) = T (4)
in the sense of distributions. Notice that this problem is more general than just asking whether
there are p, u for which question Q1 admits a negative answer. Indeed, a negative answer to Q1
would just correspond to finding p, u for which [B]) holds, but the L.h.s. in (@) is nonzero for some
5, and this could be done by adapting example of nonuniqueness for the transport equation
@) (see e.g. [Tsu2i]). On the contrary, we want to prescribe a priori the renormalization
function 8 and, more importantly, the renormalization defect 7" in ({)), and to find p,u for
which the Lh.s. in (@) is exactly given by 7'

To the best of our knowledge the only result in this direction is contained in [CGSWI17]
where the authors use a convex integration approach based on the theory of laminates to
show that for every strongly convex 3 (see [CGSWI7], Sec.2] for the definition of strongly
convex map) and for every distribution T for which the equation divw = T admits a bounded
continuous solution, there are bounded p and u such that (@) and (@) hold simultaneously.
Notice that here no bound on the derivative of u is available, in particular u is neither Sobolev
nor BV, but it is merely L°°. On the other side, the constructed densities p are not just in
some LY _space, but they are bounded.

There has recently been progresses concerning non-uniqueness results for the transport
equation ([2)) in the case of Sobolev vector fields, and the state of the art can be roughly
summarized in the following theorem (see also [CL21], [GS2]], [PS21] for similar statements).

Theorem 1.1 (Non-uniqueness for the transport equation, [MS18], [MS19], [MS20], [BCDIL21]).

Let p,p € [1,00). Assume that
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Then there is a density p € C([0, 1], LP(T) and an incompressible vector fieldu € C([0, 1], LP (T%))N
C([0,1], WHP(TY)) such that @) holds and pli—o = 1 but pli=1 Z 1. Moreover, if p > 1, the
density p is strictly positive.

It is expected that the last sentence (positive density) holds also in the case p = 1, though

a proof of this fact is not available and it is probably far from trivial. Motivated by Theorem
[LT and by the strong analogy between the transport equation and the chain rule problem, it
is natural to conjecture the following.
Conjecture 1.2. Let p,p € [1,00) and assume that [{) holds. Let 8 : R — R be given and
T e D/(de) be a given distribution (both satisfying some suitable assumption, see Points ({I)-
@) in Remark [1.4] below). Then there is a density p € LP(T?) and an incompressible vector

fielduw € L*' (THYNWHP(TY) such that @) and @) hold simultaneously. Moreover, (in certain
cases) the density can be chosen to be strictly positive.

These notes are a first contribution towards the proof of Conjecture [[21 We indeed prove
the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Letd > 3 and let B : R — R be a smooth, globally Lipschitz continuous function
with the property that there exist constants C; D > 0 such that

Dir| < B(r) < Clr| for || > 1. (6)



Let T € D'(T?) be such that T = divh for some h € L*(T%RY). Let p € (1,00),p € [1,00)
such that L 1
L 7
’ + e to7 (7)
Then there exist p: T* = R,u : T = R with p € LP(T%),u € WP(T%) N s (T4 such that
@) and @) hold.

Remark 1.4. We add some comments about the assumptions in Theorem and their
differences w.r.t. Conjecture

1. Some assumption on the renormalization function § is needed. Indeed, if j is linear (or
affine) the statement can not be true. In the paper [CGSWIT] 8 was supposed to be
strongly convex. Here, on the contrary, we assume ([@). The upper bound |3(7)| < C|7|
(for large |7]) on the linear growth at infinity is quite natural, as it ensures that

pGLP7u6Lp/ — B(p)ue L}

and thus div(8(p)u) is a well defined distribution. On the contrary, the lower bound
|B(7)| > D|7| is needed for our proof to work, but it would be interesting to understand
if it can be removed. The global Lipschitz bound on g is reminiscent of the original
definition of renormalization function by DiPerna and Lions, where 3 was assumed to
be bounded. We believe this assumption can be removed though we prefer to keep it to
avoid further technicalities.

2. Some assumption on the defect distribution 7" is needed as well. Since we construct p,u
such that B(p)u € L' and (@) holds, our assumption that T is the divergence of an L'
function is necessary. Theorem [[3] shows that it is also sufficient.

3. The condition d > 3 is related to (), because () is an empty condition if d = 1, 2.

4. Condition () is clearly more restrictive than (B)) which appears in Conjecture [[2 and in
Theorem [[LT1 This is due to the fact that the chain rule problem is stationary, whereas
the proof of Theorem for exponents p, p in the range
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strongly uses time as a sort of additional spatial dimension. A similar problem arises
when one looks for “anomalous” stationary solutions to the Navier Stokes equation in
dimension d > 3: though the celebrated paper by Buckmaster and Vicol [BVI9] on
(evolutionary) Navier-Stokes equation holds for any d > 3, the proof for the stationary
counterpart works only if d > 4 (see [Luol9)]). Similar problems (in different settings)

arise also in [CO22|] and [GS21].

5. Similarly, we can prove Theorem for p > 1, but we are not able to extend the proof
to p = 1, though the analog Theorem [[I] for the transport equation holds also in the
case p = 1 (at least in the case of sign changing densities). This is again due to the fact
that the proof of Theorem [[LI] in the case p = 1 again heavily exploits the space-time
structure of equation (2I).

6. Finally, we are not able to construct positive densities. This would indeed also not be
possible under our assumptions on 3. Indeed, according to Theorem [[3] 3(7) = |7| is
admissible as renormalization function. With such £, the second equation in (@) and
@) become equivalent if p > 0. From a more technical point of view, we need, for the
density, building blocks which change sign (see Remark 3] below).

Inspired by the construction in [GS21], we can prove that, in even dimension, the vector
fields in Theorem [[.3] can be chosen to be Hamiltonian. This is the precise statement.

Theorem 1.5. Assume d = 2d’ be even, d > 4. Then the same statement as in Theorem .3

holds and, in additjon, the vector field u is Hamiltonian, i.e. w = JVH for some function
H:T% 5 Re W' (TY N W2P(TY) with

040 I

o (% .
The main part of the paper (Sections 2I[7)) is devoted to prove Theorem [[3] whereas we

will sketch the proof of Theorem [[Hlin Section
We add finally some technical comments enlightening the main differences between the
proof of our Theorem and the analog Theorem [[I] for the transport equation proven in
The proof is based on a convex integration scheme, inspired by the construction intro-
duced by De Lellis and Székelyhidi for the Euler equations ([DLSJ09, [DLSJI2], see also



[DLSJ14l [sel8, BDLSIVIY] for the applications of convex integration to the proof of On-

sager’s conjecture), coupled with the intermittency or concentration argument proposed by
Buckmaster and Vicol in the mentioned paper [BVI9] for the Navier-Stokes equations (see
also [BCV21] and [BMS21]), and implemented in [MSI8] in the framework of the transport
equation.

From the technical point of view, the two main differences between the proof of our Theorem
[[3 and Theorem [[L]in [MSI18], [MS19], [MS20], [BCDL21] are the following.

On one side, our goal is not only to find an anomalous solution to [B]), where anomalous
could simply mean, for instance, that the L.h.s. of (@) is nonzero (in analogy to Theorem [I1]
where densities are identically one at time ¢ = 0 and not identically one at time ¢ = 1, but the
values of p for times ¢ € (0, 1) are not prescribed).

On the contrary, we want to solve simultaneously @) and (@), for given 8 and T. To do
this, we consider equation ([3) and () as a single system of PDEs to which we apply the
convex integration scheme (a similar approach has been used in [DLK20] to deal with globally
dissipative solutions to the Euler equations). This has two main consequences:

e the error (the analog of the Reynolds stress in convex integration schemes for the Euler
equation) will not be a vector field (as in the proof of Theorem [[]in [MST8|, [MS19],
[MS20], [BCDL21]), but a 2 x d matrix field. We need thus to introduce a suitable
decomposition of 2 x d matrix fields, which allows us to carry on the induction (see

Lemma [B.2);

e the perturbations v, w we design to cancel the error at each step of the iteration (see
(BA)-([E6)) must take care of both equations ([B) and ). In terms of the intermit-
tency/concentration argument, this requires v and S(r) to “concentrate at the same
rate”, and this is possible thanks to the bound on g in (@).

The second main difference between the proof of our Theorem [[L3] and Theorem [l in
[MST8], [MS19], [MS20], [BCDL21] is the following. The basic idea of convex integration (in
fluid dynamics) is to construct a sequence (pq,uq, Rq) of approximate solutions to (B))-(@),
where Rq is a (matrix valued) field representing the error and converging to zero as ¢ — co.
At each step, given (pq,uq, Rq), one defines pgr1 = pq + vg+1 and ug+1 = uq + wey1, where
Vg+1,Wq+1 are suitable perturbations having, roughly speaking, the form

Vgt1 = a(Rq)Oq41,  Wet1 = b(Rg)Wos1 (8)

which are designed to (almost) cancel the error R, and produce a new error Rgy1 < Rjg.
In @), a,b are given functions, and O4y1, Wy41 are the building blocks of the construction,
namely (fast oscillating and highly concentrated) solutions to ([B). In our problem, however,
equation (), which we also need to solve together with ([B]), is nonlinear in p and therefore, in
general,
B(pg+1) # B(pq) + B(var1) # B(pq) + a(Rq)B(Og+1),

thus preventing us from merely applying standard techniques. To overcome this difficulty, we
design, for every constant a, building blocks O, W, (depending on a) such that 3(a©.) =~
aB(0,) (see Proposition []), and then, by means of suitably designed cutoff functions, we
decompose the torus T¢ into small cubes, where the error R, is well approximated by constants
and on each small cube we pick suitable building blocks in the families {O4}a, {Wa}a (see

Section [B.T]).

We conclude this introduction by fixing some notation:

e T =R?/Z% is the d-dimensional flat torus.

e We denote by {e1,...,eq} the set of standard basis vectors of R?.

e We denote by R™*™ the set of all m x n-matrices.

o If ReER™ ™ ke {l,...,m}, we denote by R™ € R" the mth row of R.
For p € [1, 00|, we denote by p’ its dual exponent.

We use the notation C(Ai,...,An) to denote a constant which depends only on the
quantities Ai,..., An.

o N=1{0,1,2,...}.
For a function g € C*°(T%) and X € N, we denote by g : T¢ — R the % periodic function
gr(z) = g(Az).
Notice that for every k € N, r € [1, o0]
HDkg)\HLT('D'd) = Ak”DkQHLr(vdy
For later reference we remark that for k € N,a € R,z > 0 and a function g € C°(R*™1) it
holds with g, € C°(RY™!) defined by g, () := g(uz)

a a+tk—94=1
D" (1 gl a1y = w7 D gl e ). (9)




2 Statement of the Main Proposition

We start in this section the proof of Theorem Without loss of generality, we can assume
that 5(0) = 0. Else, we replace 8 by 3 = 8 — 8(0) and notice that div(B(p)u) = div(B(p)u)
if div(u) = 0. Following a well-established habit in fluid dynamics convex integration papers,
we state here a Main Proposition (the inductive step), from which Theorem [[3] easily follows.
The proof of Proposition 2] will be done in Sections BHEH7] whereas Sections Bl and Ml are
devoted respectively to the proof of some preliminary lemmas and to the definition of the
(Mikado type) building blocks of our construction.

Proposition 2.1 (Main Proposition). There is a constant M > 0 such that the following
holds. Let p € (1,00) and p € [1,00) such that (@) holds. Let ho € C®(T%RY) and let
p0: T 5 R, uo: T = R? and Ro : T — R®*? be smooth functions satisfying the equation

div(uo) =0,
div(pouo) = —div R}, (10)
div(B(po)uo — ho) = —div R3.

Then for any § > 0 and h* € C°°(T% RY) with ||h* —hollprray < S there exist smooth functions
p1: T4 =R, u : TY = R? and Ry : T — R**? with

div(u1) =0,
div(pru1) = —divR{, (11)
div(B(p1)ur — h*) = —div RE,
satisfying the estimates
1
le - pOHLP(Td) < M|\R0||£1(Td)7 (12)
1
flur — UOHLP’(W) < MHR0||£1(W)7 (13)
lur — U()”Wl,ﬁ(-wd) <4, (14)
1Rl 1 (gay < 0. (15)

Proof of Theorem [[.3, assuming Proposition[2]l. Let M be the constant from Proposition 211
Let 6, = 277 and let (hq)gen be a sequence of smooth functions such that h, — h in L*(T¢)
Sq+1

and [|hg41 — hgllp1 ey < We construct a sequence (pq, uq, Rq) of solutions to

L
div(ug) =0,
div(pqug) = —div R, (16)
div(B(pg)uq — hg) = —div R}

as follows. We let po = 0, up = 0, R} = 0 and R? = ho. With this definition, the tuple
(po, uo, Ro, ho) satisfies (I0). Assume now (pq, uq, Ry, hq) is defined, satisfying ([@]). Then we
obtain (pg+1, uq+1, Rq+1) by applying Proposition ZdIto (pg, uq, Rq) with A" = hqi1, 6 = dg41.
This tuple satisfies (I6]) with ¢ replaced by ¢+ 1 and by [I2)) — (IZ) it satisfies for ¢ > 1 the
(inductive) estimates

1 1
[lpg+1 — pCIHLP(Td) < MHR‘IHLPI(]]'d) < Még,

1

=

< Mo}

)

llug+1 — UqHLp’(Td) S MHRQHE(W)
lug+1 — uqllwrsray < dg+1,
||RQ+1||L1('D'd) < bgt1.
These estimates, together with the assumption C|r| < (1) < D|r| for large values of |7| show
that there exist p € LP(T%) and w € WH?(T%) N L (T%) such that
pq — pin LP(T7),
ug — uin WWP(T? 0 LY (T,

being a weak solution to (3)) and (). O



3 Preliminary tools

We state here two preliminary lemmas. The first one concerns the existence of an antidiver-
gence operator which allows a gain of a factor A~ when applied to the product of two maps,
one of the two being oscillating with period A™*. For the proof we refer to [MSI8, Lemma
2.3].

Lemma 3.1 (Antidivergence operator). Let A\ € N\{0} and f,g: T¢ — R be smooth functions

with
/ ngdx:/ gdx = 0.
Td Td

Then there exists a smooth vector field u : T* — R? such that divu = fgx and for every
p € [1,00] and k € N

k k—
[|D U||Lp(1rd) < CkpA 1||f|\ck+1(vd)HQHWk,p(vd)A
We write u = R(fgx)-

The second lemma is a decomposition of 2 X d-matrix fields, which allows us to deal with
the second equation in (@) and (@) as a single system of PDEs.

Lemma 3.2. Let R : TY — R**? be a smooth function. There exist smooth functions g; -
T¢ = R* and z; € {ei,...,eq},j € {1,...,2d}, with the following property. We have the

decomposition
NN @ N
R =3 (), ) >

j=1
and the estimate ||g;p1(yay < ||Rll1(7ay as well as the pointwise estimate |g;(z)| < |R(z)].

Remark 3.3. Due to z; € {e1,...,eq}, one single summand of the above representation has

the form
(@) es=0 0 e 0)

Proof. Let us first write R in the standard basis as

R(m)=<§lﬁ§§§ N ﬁigg)

Let k € {1,...,d}. We define

Rk + Rk
g2k—1($) = M, 22k—1 = €k,

Rl,k o RQ,k
g21(z) = —(x) B) (x), 22k = €k.

Then we have

1k
R7%er = gan—122k—1 + G2k 22k,

2.k 2k—1+1 2k41
R*%er = (-1) gok—1226—1 + (—1) G2k 22k,

hence this yields the desired decomposition. O

4 The Building Blocks

In this section we construct the building blocks of our construction. They are “concentrated
Mikado type” densities and vector fields (see [DSJ17] for the origin of Mikado flows), with the
additional property that they are designed in order to match in a suitable way both with the
linear (in p) equation ([B]) and with the nonlinear (because of the presence of the renormalization
function ) equation ().

Proposition 4.1. Let 0 # a € R, 0 € {-1,1} and po = po(a) > 0 such that (@) holds

a-1
for all |7| > |a|%u0p . Forallk € {1,...,d}, ¢ > 0, p > po, we have a Mikado Density
Oukcpo € C(TY) and a Mikado Field Wa kcpo € C(T%RY) satisfying the following
properties:

div Wa k¢ .0 =0,
div Ou k¢, 0,0 Wa,k,¢ 1,0 =0,
Jya Wakcopo d =0, (17)
| fra Ok o Wa,k ¢ o d — e <,

1 1
‘fw B(lal? Oa,k,¢,u,0)Wa,k,¢po dr — olalPer| < ¢



and support contained in [(07 i)’“fl x R x (0, %)dik] +7%. Furthermore, there exists a constant

My > 0, depending on the renormalization map 3, but independent of a,k,(, pn and o, such
that the following estimates hold for all v € [1, 0]

d—1_d—1

1©a.k.cuollLrway < Mop #~ 7, (18)
d=1_d-1

||Wa,k,<,u,cr”u(vd) < Mop »' T (19)

_1_d=1
v

1©a.k,¢.u0Wa koo HLT('D'd) < Mg,ud

Furthermore, it holds for allm € N and r € [1, o0]

—1 m d—1

da—1
||Dm@a»k7C7#7f"||Lr('ﬂ'd) SC(Q,C/ITL)M Ca )

d—1
T

—1
ng4ﬂn,
P

D" Wak,¢.mollpray < Cla, {;m)p
In particular, we have that
20
21

Hea,k,C,M,GHLP(Td) < Mo,
HWa,k,C,u,o”Lp/(vd) < Mo,
22
23

1©a,,¢,10.0 Was kol L1 (ray < Mg,
IDWa.kc.mollLoay < Cla, ¢ m)p™”
with v = % f% — 1> 0 because of ().
Before we can give the definition of our building blocks, the Mikado Fields and Densities,
we need to construct a family of auxiliary functions, which will be the content of the next
lemma.

(20)
(21)
(22)
(23)

Lemma 4.2. Let a,0, jio be as in the statement of Proposition [{3 For every ¢ >0, u > po
there exist two functions Vo ¢ o, VYo po € C (R with support in (0, i)dfl such that

/[Rdi1 Va,cuoWa,cpods — 1‘ <, (24)
1 ~ 1
[, BUal> Vo) Vo do = olal | < € and (25)
RA—1
[, bacpodo=o, (26)
R—
satisfying for any r € [1,00] the estimates

d—1_d-1
H\I’G»C»M»O’HLT(RUZ*U < Mp v T (27)

- d-1_d-1
1ol sy < Ma 7 =5 and (28)

- d_1_d=1
1Wa,¢ 0 Vapollpr@e-1y < MPp™' 777 (29)

with a constant M depending on the renormalization map B, but independent of a,(, pu and
o. For m > 1, it holds

_d-1

d=1_ .
D™ Wa ¢ pollpr -1y < Cla,§m)p » 777 (30)

~ da—1 _
HDm\I’a»C»M»UHL"(IRd*U < C(a7g7m)u v’ A " (31)
with constants C(a,(, m) > 0.
Proof. Let a # 0, 0 € {=1,1} and fix ¢ > 0 and p > po(a). Let P, = (g,...,%LPQ =

_1 . . .
(5,3,....3),Ps= (3,133 ¢ RY=!. We consider first two (non-continuous) functions

¢, : R — R defined by
P :XBé(Pl) 7XB§(P2) (32)
and
P = OCIXBé (P Tt OCQXBé(PZ) + OZSXB%(Pg) (33)

with a = (a1, a2, a3) € R? to be determined. We will choose @ = a(a, u1, o) depending on a,
and o such that the concentrated versions of these functions satisfy equations (24) and (25])
exactly. To be precise, this means that the concentrated functions

¥(@) == u'7 p(uz) and

B(z) = p' 7 Pluz)



satisfy

Ypdr =1 and (34)

RA—1
[, Attt ey = olal?. (3)

Equations (34) and (B3) can be rewritten as a system of linear equations in the unknowns
a1, oz, by calculating the integrals on the left-hand side. Indeed, we need to solve

1 —1 gd—1
1 d—1 1 d—1
1 d-1 1 d—1 0% wg_
B(\a\Pu g ) 6(—\a\Pu g > A= ), (36)
— — Q2 8% ola|P
e P wd—1

where wq_1 is the Lebesgue measure of B1(0) C RY™!. The above matrix is invertible (recall
that 3 is nonnegative for the choice of u > po) and the values a1, a2 are given by

1 d-1 d—1 gd—1
<a1) 1 ﬂ(—lalpu g ) por it
= 1 d—1 1 d—1 1 d—1 d—1 : d—1,141P
@) (alruT ) 48 (lalpu'T ) \ =8 (lalPnT) pT ) \Eelt
1 d=1 da—1 1
g1 B(—lalPp™® ) +p» ola|?

i (6 (~lal7u7") + 8 (lalpns )] \-8 (lal7 17" ) + 4% olal?

This fixes a1, a2 (depending on a, i, o) in the definition of ¢. Now using again inequality (&)
(which holds for p > o), we see that

gt 1
< 1+—=.
sk loal < — (14 )

We then define as := — (a1 + a2) to ensure that

/ pdx =0. (37)
RA—1

2. 841 1
< 14+ = ).
Jos] < Wd—1 ( +D)

This means that ¢, ¢ are bounded (in L°°) with a bound dependent on the constants D (thus
on the renormalization map /), but independent of a, ¢, ¢ and o, namely

~ 2_8d71 1
lel, | < My ::max{l, (1+_>}.
Wd—1 D

Now, since we want the perturbations to be smooth functions, we will use a mollification of
the maps ¢ and ¢ introduced in (32)), (B3]). We set

Notice that

Q= * o,
é::ng*gb.

Here, 7 is a standard mollifier and we fix £ = ¢(a, ¢) so small such that (recall that p,p’ € (1, 00)
by assumption)

. ¢
1® = @l |1 = Bllw ga-s) < 537 and

5 LE ¢
la|»" [|® = ol Lo (ri-1), |al P |® = Bl 1o (ga-1) < I Lip(5)

and such that the supports of ®,® still consist of two_(or three, respectively) disjoint balls
contained in (0, 1)4~!. Notice that we still have |®|, |®| < M;. Now, the desired functions
Wy cpos Va0 are given by the concentrated functions

d—1
Vo copo(x):=p 7 P(ux) and

da—1
Vo, po(®) = p#" O(ux).

We abbreviate ¥ := W4 ¢ 4.0, v = ‘ila’g%o. We show that they have the desired properties.
We clearly have supp (¥), supp (¥) C (0, i)d_l by the concentration. Inequality 27) is
obtained by the scaling property (@) and the bound on &:



d—1

a-1_a-1 d-1_d-1 d-1_d-1
[W][rga-1y =p 7 = 7 @ prga-1y=p 7 7 @ Lroaya-1y < Map 7 T T

A similar estimate shows ([28) and (21). Now, using the scaling property (@) and the bound
on &, ¥, ¢, ¢ again and property (B4]), we obtain

/[R(H W dr — 1‘ = /[R(H W — i dz| < /[R(H W — Uy de| + /[R(H W) — i) da:
< ||\Ij||LP([Rd*1)H‘iJ - QZ’HLP’([RMI) + ||w~||LP/(IRd*1)H‘IJ - Q/JHLP([Rdfl)
< Ml”‘i’ - @”Lp/(nedfl) + Mi|® — ol p (ra-1y
<¢

which gives estimate (24]). Furthermore, using the Lipschitz continuity of 8 and the assumption
B(0) = 0, property (BB) and again the scaling property of the concentration, we estimate
similarly

/ ﬂ(|a|%\l’)\i’dx—a|a|%
RA—1

[ Aalb )% = el )i o

<118(1al > ) | o g1 19 = Pl ot sy
19l s I1BCJal P ©) = B(Jal ) ooy
(since B(0) = 0) < Lip(A)al# 1] o a1 | ¥ = Dl o (o
+ Lin(8)lal 7 9] a1y 1% = 1o i1y
(using concentration property (@) < Lip(5)|a|% ||<I>|\LP(R.171)H<§ — ngLp/([Rd,l)
+ Lip(B8)[al? |8l .o a1, |2 = @l (a1,
< My Lip(B)[al? (1 = @ll o ra-1) + 1@ = @llzorar))
<G
showing (27). Condition (26) follows from (B7)). Finally, we show (B0) and (3I]). Going back

to the definition of ®, we get

da—1 4, d—

—1 _d— d d—1 m
et (b"LT(Rd*l):H P " ||ID (nf)*(pHLT([R'i*U

da—1
1D ‘IJHLT([Rd*l) =pr

I3 p + _1 da—1
TH(D W)Z*SDHLT([REI 1y = C(a,¢{,m)u"»

d—1

since £ only depends on a and ¢ and because 1 was a fixed mollifier. The same computation
can be done for the norm of D™ in L"(R*™!). This shows (@0) and (GI)). O

Proof of Proposition[{-1} Fix k € {1,...,d}, a # 0, 0 € {—1,+1}, ¢ > 0 and p > po. We
apply Lemma 2] and get some \I/a,g,u,a,‘lf aCoo € C‘X’([Rd ). We define the (non-periodic)
Mikado Density ©4 k¢ 0 : R? = R and Mikado Field Wo k¢ 0 : R = R? as

éa,k»é»#ﬁ(m) = \Il'lyﬁymo'(mlv ey T—1, Tt ly ey md)7

Wa koo () = Wa e o (L1500 Tty Tt 15+ - -5 T ) -

Now we define the Mikado Density ©q,,c,p., o : T¢ = R and the Mikado Field Wa,k,¢opyo - T4 — R?
as the 1-periodic extensions of éa k\Copyos Wa k\Coptros respectlvely This is well-defined because
supp(Wa.c o), SUpp(Wac o) C (0, l)d Yand O k.c.pos Wakcon,o are constant in direction
er. By the properties of W, ¢ .o and \I’a,g,u,o, it is easy to check that

1\ F! 1\ 4k
supp (Oa,k,¢,u,0), SUPP Wa, k¢ p,0) C |:(O, ;) x R x <0, E) +z¢
and that the desired estimates are satisfied with My = M; from Lemma [4.2] O

Remark 4.3. Going through the proofs of Proposition 1] and Lemma [£2] one can see
that the densities Oq k¢, u,0 must be chosen in such a way that they do not have a definite
sign. Indeed, the function used to define ©4 k¢ .0 is essentially the map ¢ (which takes both
positive and negative values) introduced in ([32]), whereas the one used to define Wy j.¢ .0 is
the map ¢ introduced in (B3). If ¢ were always nonnegative and the renormalization function
B is, say, just (1) = |7|, then equations (B4)) and (B3] could be achieved simultaneously only



for o = 41, but not for o = —1 (and, in particular, the inverse of the matrix in (B6G]) and the
related coefficients (a1, a2) would not be uniformly bounded). On the other side, we need to
construct building blocks for which (BH) (and correspondingly the last equation in (7)) holds
also for o = —1, since, in the decomposition provided by Lemma [3.2] the first and the second
row of the error matrix have different sign (for j odd, for any fixed x).

5 The perturbations

We start in this section the proof of the Main Proposition 21l We define first of all the
constant M by

M = Mo max{(3d)7, (3d) 7' }, (38)

where My is the constant appearing in the statement of Proposition Il Observe that My
(and thus M) depends only on the renormalization map g, and on nothing else. We assume
then that p, p, ho, h*, (po,uo, Ro) and § are given as in the statement of Proposition 1] and
we define in Section [E1] (see in particular (B3)), (B6l), (57)) the new density p; and the new
vector field u;. In Section [B.2lwe prove some estimates for p1,u1. The new defect Ry will then
be defined subsequently, in Section

5.1 Definition of the perturbations

In this section, we are going to define the perturbations that will lead to p1 and wu; in
Proposition 21 For this definition, we will introduce in the following several parameters.
They are (in the order in which they will appear in the subsections below)

1
€ >0 with — € N : fineness of the decomposition of T? into cubes Qe Q, Section [B.1.1]
€
¢ > 0: approximation parameter for the mean values of the Mikados, Section B.1.2]
@ > 1: concentration, Section B.1.2]
a € (0,1) : approximation parameter for the cutoff functions, Section B.1.3]
1
A € =N : oscillation, Section [B.1.4]
€

The values of these parameters will be fixed in Section [l Note that § > 0 is no parameter
since it is already fixed by the assumptions of Proposition 211

5.1.1 Partition into cubes of edge ¢
We decompose Rop with Lemma [3.2] i.e. we consider the representation
2d (@)
@ =2 (i) @

and fix g;, z; given by that Lemma. Now, let ¢ > 0 with % € N. As we have already mentioned,
the value of £ will be fixed in Section [l We divide T¢ into (1) cubes of side length e and
denote by Q the collection of these cubes. For each @ € Q and j € {1,...,2d}, we define

i =11 | @ (39)
Note that we have, by Lemma [3.2]
|ng| < [ Roll oo (ay (40)
1921 < 1 Rollza ) and (41)
Z HJIQQJQHD(Q) = lgjllpr (vay < 1Roll L1 (yays (42)

QeQ

where 1¢ is the characteristic function of the cube Q). We also fix the constant

§:=min {|g?]:1<j < 2d,Q € Q with g #0}.

10



5.1.2 Choice of Mikado, for each cube Q € Q
Let po > 0 be such that

d—1
Dir| < B(r) < C|r| for all |r| > S7p,” (43)

(recall ([@). Now let ¢ > 0 and u > po. As we have already mentioned, the value of ¢ will be
fixed in Section [7]

We now define for each pair (Q,4) € Qx {1,...,2d} a Mikado Density and a Mikado Field
0%7 ¢ ¢*(T%) and Mikado Field W7 € C*°(T% R?) (depending on ¢, ) as follows. Let
(Q,7) € @x{1,...,2d} and let k € {1,...,d} such that z; = ex. In case of g]Q =0, we define

0%’ =0,
Wi =o.

Otherwise, we set a = g](.’?, o = (=1)T" and apply Proposition Il with a, k, ¢, 1 and o to get

0% = Ouk cuos
WQ’j = Wayk,C,M’GA
By an abuse of notation, we translate the functions 0% W such that supp (@Q’j) =
supp (W97) and supp (©27) Nsupp (W) = ( for i # j.

We collect some properties of the building blocks for later reference, which are just copy
and paste from Proposition [£11

Proposition 5.1. The following holds.

div w7 =0,
div @I W =0,
Jra W dg =0, (44)
1 . . . 1
[ ra B2 1P ©2WI dz — (—1)7 g2 52| < ¢
and in case of gJQ # 0 also
» OLIWI dy — z;| < C. (45)
1t holds for all v € [1, 00]
- d—1_d—1
||@Q’]||Lr(1rd) < Mop v, (46)
; d—1_d—1
W ray < Mop'® 7 and (47)
. . d—
||@Q7]WQ’J||L7‘('|]'d) < Mgudﬂ* T1 (48)

where My is the constant in the statement of Proposition [{.1l Furthermore, it holds for all
m €N and r € [1, ]
_d—1

; =1 .
1D GQ’JHU(W) < C(e, ¢ [[Roll L1 (ray, m)p P - T

d—1 d—1
L=t tm—

rrdy < C(g, ¢ | Rol| 1 pay, m)p » T

| W)

In particular, we have that

49
50
51
52

H@QJHLP(W) < Mo,
HWQ’J”LP/(Td) < Mo,
||6Q’jWQ’jHL1(-|]-d) S Mg and

(
(
(
IDW || Lo vay < C(e, ¢, 1 Roll o pay )™ (

)
)
)
)

with v = % — dpil —1> 0 because of [@). Also, we have that supp(©°7) = supp(W?7) and
@8»]’7 W,?l only have non-disjoint support if i = j.

11



5.1.3 Choice of cutoffs, for each cube Q € Q

Let now « € (0,1). As we have already mentioned, its value will be fixed in Section[l For each
cube Q € Q, we define cutoffs 1g, xo € C°°(T%) with the following properties. For z € Q, we
prescribe

xo(xz) =1if dist(z,0Q) > ae and xg(z) =0 if dist(z,0Q) <

~len|R
Ho o,

Yo(z) = 1if dist(z, Q) > %5 and Vo(z) = 0 if dist(z, Q) <
and xq(z) = g (z) =0 for ¢ Q. Note that this implies

Vg # 0= xqo =0 and

Vxo # 0= g = 1. (53)
We will oftentimes use that
> ellommay, > Ixellommay, > I¥exellom gy < Cle,a,m). (54)
QeQ QeQ QeQ

5.1.4 Definition of perturbations v, w and correctors v, w,

Let now \ € éﬂ\l. As we have already mentioned, its value will be fixed in Section [l We set
pr=po+v+ve, u=u+w+uwe (55)

where v, v., w, w. are defined as follows. With the Mikado Densities and Fields from Proposition [5.1]

we set o
2) =3 vol))g?1r 027 (M),

Jj=1Q€eQ

Ve = — /W v(z)dx, (56)

3" Xa(@)sign(g?)g? 7 W2 (Aa).
j=1QeQ

We will sometimes abbreviate

O%I(N.) = (eQ,j))\7 WeI(\.) = (WQJ)

A

In order to define the corrector w., we first calculate

2d
a1 .
—divw = — Z Z Sign(g?)|g]Q|P’ Vxa - (WQ’])A .

j=1QeQ

Since W7 has zero mean value, we can apply Lemma [B1] and define

Z Z sign( g] |g] 72 (VXQ . (WQ’j)/\) . (57)

j=1Q€eQ

This gives div(w + w.) = 0 and thus div(ui) = div(ug) + div(w + w.) = 0.

5.2 Estimates for the perturbations

We estimate now the size of the perturbations in the relevant norms. Recall that My is the
constant from Proposition 1] and Proposition Bl
Lemma 5.2. [t holds
Cle, o | Roll 11 (ay)
3 .

< 2dMg || Rol| .1 (Ta)y +

12
Proof. First note that we have

[y Z > [o(@)|gl 171710 (Az) P da
)T

J 1QeQ

—Z/T 3" o ()lg? 3|

QeQ

> 10(2)0% (M)
QREQ

dx—z/ 1 @) IW @) da

12



with

=3 wol)lg?7,

QeQ

=Y 1o()0% (A\x).

QeQ

Fix j € {1,...,2d}. Let us divide T? into + cubes of edge 1. Since, by assumption, A > 1,

for each such cube Qo with edge length % there is a ”super cube” Qo € Q of edge e such that
Qo C Qo. On each cube Qo of edge % with super cube Qo € Q, we have

/. AP @) d = / [|fﬂ'<m>|"— (ﬁ / 5 Pl )| W@ aa

ti / P W) dy / W () e (58)

We take the first summand and sum over all cubes Qo of edge % and use that for all z,y in

the same cube Qo it holds ||f(z)[? — |f(y)|P| < <& 212 (ray- We obtain
J - J Py hj Py
Z/ P@r = (g [, 12 wra) | wer e
< 2 gy QZ /Q W @) do

C . .
= 1M ray 10 1y

For the second term in (B8], we estimate using (@3]

1 .
oo o 1w >|"dy/Q I ()P da
0 0
Bl Jo 1wy / 10, (2)|€° () die
|Q0| Qo
1 .
J Py — @QUJ Az)IP d
=g L rwrasg [ et omr
_ Q
||fJHLp(Q )H® OJHL;U '[d)
P J
S]\40Hf HLp(QU)‘

Summing over all cubes Qo of edge %7 we obtain
1 . . )
oo [ 1P @y [ @ do < ML
o |Q0| Qo Qo

Together, we have

2d 2d

, ) o , ,
> [ IF@rwerdassy (f’l\fﬂI\’gl(vd)llhjl\’;p(w) + Mgnffniw)) .
=1 j=1

Finally, we note that by (@Il and (&4)

P P
i 1
177111 (pay < <Z g IPIIlecwd)) < gl Rollzr (ra <Z IIlecwd))

QeQ QeQ
= C(Eva7 HROHLl(Td))v

and ([@9) gives

W12 ray = D21 (897) Winigy = D2 101 puy < ME
QREQ QeQ

and because of [@2) and |[¢g| < 1 we have

1P e = 32 [ Wl P do < 32 [ loflde = 32 asflirce) < Wollusre

QeQ QeQ

This proves the assertion. |

13



Remark 5.3. We essentially followed the argument used in the proof of the so called improved
Hoélder inequality (see e.g. [MSI8 Lemma 2.1]).

Lemma 5.4. We have
_d=1
|ve| < HVHLl('I]'d) < Cf(e, HROHLl(Td))H P

and it
HU’HLI(W) < Cfe, HROHLl(Td))N'_T‘

Proof. Tt holds by definition of v, that |ve| < ||v||z1(yay. Using supp (vq) C Q, || < 1, @)
and Q) we get

vel < [lvllpr(ray < Z > 1alg 17 (©%9)xll L1 va)

j=1QeQ
2d _
< C(e |1 Roll L1 (vay) Z Z H(@Q’J)AHLI(Q)
j=1QeQ
2d ,
=C(e [[Roll L1 (vay) Z Z 5dH®Q’JHL1(W)
Jj=1Q€eQ

d—1

< C(e, [|Roll 1 (vay)2dMop »"
_d-1
= C(e [[Rollpa gy #
A similar computation with ({7) instead of (G) shows the estimate for [[w| 11 (a).- O

Lemma 5.5. It holds

C(E,O@ HROHLI(Td))
\ .

HU’H < 2dMg || Roll 1 (yay +

L' (Td)

Proof. The proof is completely analogous to the proof of Lemma with ||WQ’j|\Lp/ (Td)

instead of || O
Lemma 5.6. We have the estimate
lwllwis ey < Cle,a, ¢ | Roll prray) A"
Proof. We calculate
2d N . N .
Duw(z) => > sign(g?)|gf|» W27 (A\z) ® Dxq + Axesign(gy)|g> | DW?7 (\z).
j=1QeQ
We take the norm in L? and use @I, (52) and (&) to get
2d 1 . .
IDwlzscray < D0 D 19?17 Ixallor ey (W locrey + ADW | 15 ray)
Jj=1Q€eQ
< 0(57 Q, C? HROHLl(Td)))‘lu‘iw
O
Lemma 5.7. It holds
C(e, o, [[Rol[ L1 (1a))
HwC”Lp/(Td) = b\ :
Proof. With Lemma [3] and the inequalities (I]),([50) and (54), we obtain
Co |g ;
chHLp (Td) < Z Z AL |VXQHCQ(Td)HWQ’]HLP’(Td)
J=1QeQ
- C(e,a, || Roll L1 (ray)
— A .
O

Lemma 5.8. It holds

chHWLﬁ(Td) <C(e, ¢, ||R0HL1(1T'1))/J7’Y'

14



Proof. We use Lemma 3] again together with @I]), (52) and (54]) and get

2d
1 .
[ Dwel| 5 (ray < E E |91Q|”' ||VXQHCS(W)HWQ’JHWW(W)
Jj=1Q€Q

S 0(57 Q, C? HROHLl (Td))lu‘iw'

6 The Defect field

We now define the new defect field Ry = Ri(z) € R**¢. We first define (in Section [B.1]) and
estimate (in Section [B2) the first row Ri of R1 and then we define and estimate (in Section
[63) the second row of R;.

6.1 Definition of the first row of the new Defect Field

So far we have only defined the new density pi1 and the new vector field u;. Let us now focus
on the new error R1. We want to define the new error tensor such that the first row R% satisfies

—div R} = div(piu1).
We calculate, using divui = 0 and div(pouo) = — R} :
div(piu1) = div(vw + pouo) + div(rvuo + pow) + div(veur) + div(powe + vwe)
= div(vw — Rg) + div(vuo 4 pow) + div(powe + vw.)
= div(vw — Ry + R""™ + R"°™)
with
RV — g + pPow,

1,corr
R = poWe + Vwe.

Furthermore, we have

2d 2d
vw—Ry=>_ > toxeg’ (9Q’JWQ’J)A =Y gz
i=1Qce i=1
2
~3° 3" dexes? {(@Q,JWQJ) [ e@ipes d:v]
i=1Qee A
2d
£33 vonad? | [ 0w s )
i=1QeQ i
2d 2d
+) 0> daxedlzn — Y 957
i=1Geo i=1
2d
=33 voxas? {(@Q’jWQ’j) ~ [ e2iwei dac] + R g
i=1Qee rJe

with

2d
Rl,mean — Z Z Q/)QXQg]Q |:/d @QJWQJ dx — Z]:| ,
Ll

i=1Qee
2d 2d
W Q
RV =" " poxeglz — > 952
i=1QeQ i=1

Taking the divergence of the remaining term in the last line of the previous computation, we
see that

2d
div <Z > doxaeyy {(@Q’jWQvf) _ [ e@iyQi de
i=1Qee A Sy
2d
= > 97V(vaxe) - {(@QJWQJ) _ [ Qi@ dx] 7
j=1QeQ A Td

15



and we define RV9%2d g

RLauad _ ZZQQR V(¥oxo) - (@Q,jWQ,j) _ | @@iwi gy

A d
i=1QeQ T

fast oscillating with zero mean value

Let us thus define

Ri _ _ (Rl,quad + Rl,mean + Rx,w + Rl,lin +R1,corr) ,

which satisfies — div R{ = div(p1u1) by construction. In the next section we will estimate Ri
in L.

6.2 Estimates of the first row of the new Defect Field

We investigate each term in the definition of R} separately.

Lemma 6.1. It holds

C(e,a,||R
||R1,quad||L1(Td) < ( 7” )\OHLl(Td)).

Proof. We use Lemma B {I)), (5I) and (G4) and estimate

- 01|g 4 g 4 g
IR <305 P 0 ol ‘(@QJWQJ) - | %W dy
i=1Qee AT Li(Td)
< Cle, a, HROHLl(Td))
— A -

Lemma 6.2. We have

||R1’mea“||L1(Td) < Qd”ROHLl(W)C

Proof. We estimate each term in the definition of R"'™*" separately. Note that we only need

to estimate those terms with gJQ # 0. For such, we have with supp (vYoxq) C @, |[Yaoxae| <1
and using (@3]

HQ/)QXQQJQ {/d OLTW D du — Z]]
L

< C1egfll o)
L1(T4)

Hence, we obtain with (2]

2d

IR | vy <€ Y 110957 @) < 2dC|Roll L ray-
i=1QeQ

Lemma 6.3. It holds

IR (|1 (pay < Z I Z 1097) = gl 11 (gar + 2dll Roll oo (ray (1 — a%).
(T)

j=1 QeQ
Proof. We have
2d 2d
RV =35 " vaxedyz — Y 0i%
j=1QeQ j=1
2d 2d
=3 > voxeslzi— Y. > vaxaegiz
i=1QeQ i=1QeQ
2d 2d
+) 0> vaxediz— > 9%
j=1QeQ j=1
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We estimate the first line in the previous computation, using Yo xq| < 1, and supp (¥oxq@) C
Q

2d 2d 2d
DD voxaegizi— YD vaxaegiz <Y > e = gilleie

i=1QeQ i-1Qeo Li(ray  i=1QEQ
2d
= Z H(Z ]ngjQ) - ngLl(Td)‘
j=1 QeQ

For the second line, we define
D= |J{zeQ:voxq#1}CT?
QeQ
and estimate, using |g; (x)| < || R| o0 (7a)

2d

2d
Z Z YQXQ9izi — Zgjzj
j=1

j=1QeQ

2d
<D voxa) = Uaill 11 ray

L1(Td) Jj=1 QEQ

2d
< > vol(D)llg;ll o vay = 2| Rol| o< (ya) vol(D)
j=1

< 24| Ro | e oy (1 — o).

Lemma 6.4. It holds

1lin —min(41,451)

[R> HLl(Td) < Cf(e, HROHLl(Td)v ||U0|\00(vd)7 ||PO||cU(1rd))H poor

Proof. We have [|R""™ |11 (qay < [luollcoray vl p1¢ray + [lpollcoray lwll £1 (vay. The first sum-
mand can be estimated using Lemma [5.4] by

= C(e, | Rollp1 ey, luoll o (ray)p

—1
7

_4d
HUOHCU(Td)HVHLl(Td) < Cfe, HROHLl(T'i))HuOHCO(T'i)M P
Similarly, the second summand can be estimated by

llpollcorayllwllrray < Cle [[Roll L1 (ray, llpollcoray) ™7

Lemma 6.5. It holds

Cle, a, HR0||L1(Td)7 ||POHCO(W))
A

HRLCOHHLl('ﬂ'd) <

Proof. We have HRLCOHHLl(Td) < llpollco (rayllwell L1 (gay + HVHLP('I]'d)HwCHLP’(Td)' With Lemma
52 and B7, we obtain

A

|\R1’C0rr||L1(1Id) = HPOHCU(W)HU’CHLP’(W) + ||VHLP(Td)HwCHLP’(Td)

< C(e, q, HROHLl(Td)? HPOHCU(W))
- A

O

6.3 Definition and Estimates of the second row of the new De-
fect Field

We do a similar computation as in the beginning of the previous section. We have (recalling
that div(B8(po)uo — ho) = — div R3)
div(B(p1)ur —h") = div(B(po + v + ve)uo) + div(B(po + v + ve)w) + div(B(po + v + ve)we) — div h”
= div(B(po)uo — ho) — div(B(po)uo) + div(B(po + v + ve)uo)
+div(B(po + v + ve)w) + div(B + v + ve)we) + div(ho — h")
= div(B(v)w — R)
+div([B(po + v + ve) = Bpo)luo) + div([B(po + v + ve) = B(¥)]w)
+ div(B(po + v + ve)we)
+div(ho — ™)
= div(B(v)w — R}) + div R*"™ + div R*°*™ + div R"
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with
R*™ = [B(po + v + ve) — Bpo)luo + [B(po + v + ve) — Bv)]w,
RQ,corr _ ,B(/)O + V+ Vc)w07
R" =ho — h*.
We sketch the estimates for R*'"™, R2<°™ and R".
Lemma 6.6. [t holds

—min( 4L, 450)

||RQ’HDHL1(W) < Cfe, HR0||L1(Td)7 ||PO||cU(1rd)7 HU0||CU(1rd))M poor

Proof. We have by the Lipschitz continuity of
I1B(po + v+ ve) = B(po)luol L1 (vay < Lip(B)[[uollcorayllv + vell L1 (e
and
11B(po + v +ve) = BW)wllp1gay < Lip(B)([lpollco ray w1 (ray + [velllwll L1 (gay)-
Now Lemma [B.4] implies the statement. O

Lemma 6.7. It holds

Cle,a, HROHLl(W)v HPOHCO(TUZ))
\ .

Proof. Using again the Lipschitz continuity of S and 3(0) = 0, we see that

2,corr
1 ||L1(Td) <
| R o gay < Lip(B)llpo + v + velwe|l 1 (yay
and this can be estimated just as R, O
Lemma 6.8. It holds ||Rh||L1(‘|Id) <2
Proof. This is true by the assumptions on hg, h*. O

Now we come to the remaining terms. Using that B(0) = 0, supp?vo C @ and, for any
fixed Q, ©9", ©2J have mutually disjoint support for i # j, we have

Z > Bwalg?|7 (097) )

j=1QeQ
and we calculate
2d
B w RO Z Z (wQLg (@Q’]) ) XQSlgn(gJ )|gQ|p (WQJ))\ _ Z(fl)ﬂlgjzj
j=1QeQ =
-5 e [ e (0%),) (4,

Jj=1Q€eQ
- / 5 (1% (097),) (W),
305 wasne? 1 [ [ 8 (1091F (697),) (W), e — (1 i,

J=1QeQ
2d . . |
303 (1 g% — S (1) g
i=1QeQ =
2d . |
=3 3 xasmnaDf 1 [3 (velsf1? (677),) (W),
i=1Qe0

_ / (9917 (637) ) (W) dm] L grmen

with
2 ,mean Z Z XQSlgn g] |gj |p |:/ (lgj |p (@QJ))\) (WQJ))\ dr — (_ )J+1|gg |PZJ R
J=1QeQ T
2d ) 2d )
=D (1 xeelz = > (1) gz
J=1QeQ Jj=1

18



Lemma 6.9. We have

1
HRz,meanHLl(Td) < QdHROHzx('ﬂ'd)C

Proof. We have with supp (xq@) C @, [Yoxe| < 1 and using the last line of (@)
[xatafi [ [ (a1t (629) ) (W), do— (=) a@lbs]| < Cllaolafl¥ uscor
Td A L1(Td)

Hence, we obtain with (0)

[ R L1 (gay < CZ Z I1olg? |P 21 @) = CZ Z |9Q|p

Jj= IQGQ J=1QeQ
< QdCHROHLw(Td)

O

Lemma 6.10. We have

d
HRXHLl(Td) < Z H( Z ]IQQJQ) - ngL1(Td) + 2dH]:iO||L<><>(1rfl)(1 —af).
j=1  QeQ
Proof. This can be estimated exactly as R, O

Finally we deal with the remaining term in the above calculation for 8(v)w — R3. Recall
that by (B3] the gradient Vixq is only nonzero if 1) = 1, while V¢)q is only nonzero if xo = 0.
Using div(W7) = div(@9? W ?7) = 0, we have

div <ZZXQs1gn 615217 [8 (wala?l¥ (027 ) (W),

j=1Q€eQ

[t (00, ), o]

= Z S sign(g?)|g? |7 Vxa - |8 Yo, PHE (@Q’J)A (WQJ)A

Jj=1Q€Q :1

6 09 50,
+Z Z Xa sign (9219?17 18 (valo?|? (@Q’J) NG (GQJ) Ve (WQJ)A]

Jj= IQEQ

3 Y sl Oxa- [3 (21 (097) ) (W),

j=1Q€eQ

/ Blgf|» @Q”')A) (WQ’J')A dm} .

Hence, we can define
R = 30 S a1 R (Txa - [ (81F (677), ) (),
Jj=1Q€eQ
[ 009),) (), ]

Notice that the definition is well posed, in the sense that the operator R is applied, for each
fixed (Q, 7) in the summation, to the product Vxo(F%7)y of the “slow oscillating” function
Vxg and the “fast oscillating” function (with zero mean value) (F'“7), where

FOLT SR ) = 5(1gf1F 0% @) W)= [ 6(1af1M7e% @)) W a)da
Td
With that definition, we set
R% — _ (RQ,quad + R2,mean 4 RX + R2,lin 4 R2,Corr + Rh) ,

which satisfies
—div R} = div(8(p1)us — h").
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Lemma 6.11. [t holds

I < Cle, a, HROHLl(Td))
Ll('ﬂ'd) > )\ .

||R2,quad

Proof. For the map F®J introduced above, we have, using the Lipschitz continuity of £,

1| cray < 2|8 (19317 097 (2)) W )|

L1(T4)
< 2Lip(8)|g 7|7 027 W ||
by BI) < 2Lip(8)M;.
As for RY924 we then have

2d
2,quad 1 L
IRZ ey < 5 >3 16717 Ixalle
Jj=1Q€Q

< C(&mHROHLl(W)).

Li(Td) — A

FQJ’

7 Proof of the Proposition

In this section we conclude the proof of Proposition 2] by fixing the parameters introduced at
the beginning of Section [l and showing the estimates (I2) — (I3). Note that (1) is satisfied
by construction. We start with estimate (I5) and recall that by definition of R7 :

HR}HLl(Td) < HRI’quadHLl(W) + ||R1’mea"||L1(1Id) + HRX’U}”LI(W) + ||R1’HDHL1(W) + ||R1’CO“||L1(W)-
(59)

We choose € so small such that for each j € {1,...,2d}, the mean values (ng)QeQ C R defined
by g;-’? = \Tlg\ fQ g;(z) dz satisty

0
. Q -
llg; = Z 1qg; ”Ll('n'd) < Ted’
QeQ
Furthermore, we let o € (0, 1) be such that
d
HROHLOO(W)(l —-a) < 16d"

With ¢ and « fixed, the estimate from Lemma [6.3] becomes

2d
||RX’wHL1(1rd) < Z H(Z ]1@9?) - ngLl(Td) + 2d|| Rol| oo (7 (1 — a?)

j=1 QeQ
L0008
-8 8 4

and for the same reason we also have (for the term RX in the definition of the second row R}
of the new error)
0
IRl L1 (vay < 1
Next, we choose ¢ > 0 such that
” 0

5 a
CllRoll g1 ey < 3d and CHROHEOO(W) < 3

With that choice, the estimates from Lemma [6.2] and become

m n 6

(| REmes |21 (ray < 2dC[|Roll 1 (gay < e
2,mean < 2d ﬁ < 0
LR 3 ay < 2GR gy < 2.

Now, putting together Lemmas [6.1] [6.2] [6.3] and [6.5] we obtain from (B9)) by our choice of
e, and ¢ that

IN

HRH‘Ll('ﬂ'd) HRI’quadHLl(vd) + ||Rl’mea"||L1(Td) + HRx’wHLl(Td) + ||Rl’lin”L1(1rd) + HRLCOHHLl(Td)

— min(

0 1 d-1 d-1
=3 +C(e o, ||R0HL1(1T'1)7 HPOHCO(Td)v ||U0H00(1rd)) <X +u po ) .

A
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Similarly, we use Lemma [G.1T] 6.9 [6.10] [6.6] and and obtain

HR%HLl('ﬂ'd) < ||R2’quad”L1(1rd) + ||R2’mean||L1(Td) + 1R 1 (ray + ||R2’HHHL1(W)
+ HRQ’COHHLl(W) + ||Rh||L1(1rd)

30 1 | —min(dt 45t
<o t0Ea [ Roll L1 (rey lpollco(ray, luollco ray) A A

We set

=X
and show that A and ¢ > 1 can be chosen large enough such that the estimates (I2)) — (I3
are satisfied. Since ¢ and a have already been fixed and do not depend on A, we can choose A

large such that
1 2
Rl L1 (ray, (| RL | L1 ray <6,

which shows estimate (). For (I2)), we use Lemma [5.2] and [£4] and choose A large enough
such that

1 1
llor = pollzeray < ¥llLora) + lve| < (3d)» Mol|Rol[ 71 (qay-

Analogously, we use for (I3) Lemma [£.5] and 5.7 and obtain for A large enough
a o7
[[ur — uOHLP’(Td) < (3d)¥ MOHROHzl(W)-
Hence, ([[2)) and ([I3) are satisfied with M as defined in ([B8]). For estimate (I4]), we use Lemma
and Lemma .8 and get
lur — wollwr.5(ray < Cle, o, ¢, | Roll Ly (ray) An™" <6

if we fix ¢ > % and choose A large enough.

8 The Hamiltonian Case

This last section is devoted to give a sketch of the proof of Theorem Let d =2d > 4
be even. We can modify our building blocks such that the vector field perturbations in each
iteration step and also the limit function v are Hamiltonian, i.e. w = JVH for some function
H:T? 5 Re W' (T4 nW>?(T?%) with

_ Od/ Id/
To achieve this, we modify the proof of Lemma (2] and Proposition G511

Proposition 8.1. Let ¢ > 0, ¢ > 0 with % € N and let Q be a partition of T? into cubes of
side length e. Let (g]Q)QEQ’jE{LM,Qd} be defined as in [B9) and let po be defined by [@3). Let
> po. For every pair (Q,7) € @ x {1,...,2d} we have a Mikado Density ©97 € C*(T¢)
and a Mikado Field W7 € C* (de; [Rd) satisfying the following properties:

div W7 =0,
div @@ IW I =0,
fvd W dg =0, (60)
1 . . - L
[ B2 13 @29 W@ i — (~1)7 g2 5| < ¢
and in case of gJQ # 0 also
OLIWI dy — z;| < C. (61)
Td

We have the additional property
w7 = JVHI

for some function H®? € C>(T%). The estimates @8) — 2) are valid for some constant Mo
independent of Q, j, pi, ¢ and €, together with the additional estimate for H? :

. d—1 d—1
||HQ’]||LT(-|]-d) S M2M7_1+m_74 (62)
Also, we have that supp(©97) = supp(W??) and 27, W only have non-disjoint support
ifi=j.
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Proof. Let (Q,7) € Q x {1,...,2d} and u > po be fixed. Similar to the proof of Lemma
E2 let P = (3,.. %,Pz = (i 3.8, Py = (3,13 .3) € R We first define
— R by

d 1 740 47 47 4° )4
@R
Y =XB_ (P1) — XB_ (Py)
16 16
and

@ =QiXB, (P1) T Q2XB, (Py) T A3XB, (Ps) (63)
8 8 8

with o = (a1,a2,a3) € R® which can be chosen (depending on gJQ and p) such that the
associated concentrated functions

Y(z) == p 7 p(ur) and
Bla) =7 Glue)
satisfy
P de =1, (64)
RA—1
[ Al P da = (17 g and (65)
Ydx = 0. (66)
Rd—1

One can show just as in Lemma that there is a constant M independent of Q, 7, . ¢
and € such that |o| < M and therefore also |p,p| < M. Again we set ® := 1, * ¢ with
£=L(g,(, || Rol| 11 (ya)) so small such that

1@ — ol zpri-1y < ﬁ and

¢
2M Lip(3)

|| OHLl Td
19217 12— ll a1y < @ = o) <

and such that

supp (®) € B1(P1) U By (P).

1
8
We denote again by ¥ the concentrated function

d—1

U(z) = W D(ux).

Let ® € C*®(R"!) be a function with

supp () C B1(P1)UB1(P2)UB

1 1 1
4 4 4

(Ps), / ddr =0
RA—1

and

®(x) = arz1 on By (P1),®(z) = azz1 on By (P,) and ®(x) = azx; on B (Ps).

We can also assume that |[®| < M and ||[V®| < 2M. Let ¥ be the associated concentrated
function given by

- d=1_ 4.
U=ypur O(uz).
Let k € {1,...,d} such that z; = ex and j € {1,...,d} such that Je; = £2;. We can now
define @97, H?7 as the 1-periodic extension of the functions
0% (z) = U (x

FIQ’j(m) = :l:\i’($57x17 co ey =1, Thtly e ooy L1, L4150 7xd)4

]7x1w--7xk—17xk+1w"7x3—17x3+1w"7de

We define W7 accordingly as
Wl = JVH.

For z = (z1,...,24) we abbreviate Z = (25, %1, ..., Th—1,Tkt1,--.,Tj—1,Tj41,- - -, Ld). Notice
that for « € [0,1]% with z € B (Pi/p),i=1,2,3, we have
m

Q.j d—1_q ~ da—1
HY (x) =xp " " ®(ux) =+£p 7 oix;
and therefore also

W (z) = JVH?I (x) = ¢(Z)z; on supp (©97).
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With this definition, the first three properties in (60) are easily verified. The estimates (46])
- [(B2) togethe{ with ~the estimate (IEZ[) for H97 are shown as in Lemma B with My = 2M
because of [®, @[, | V|| ;00 (ga—1y < 2M. We check (BI). If gJQ # 0, we have

/ OIWI dx — z;
Td

= ’ / OLIW DT —(2)d(2)z; dw
Td

[, ¥@3(@) — 6@i@)= da

< ||‘I/ - wHLP(Rdfl)HQ/:HLP(Rd*l)
= ||‘I) - @'lLP(Rd*1)||w||LP(R'i*1)
< MH’&HLP([Rdfl) <<

The fourth property in (G0) is shown similarly. Finally, as before, we translate 027 W in
order to get @27, W7 such that ©F, W?* only have non-disjoint support if j = i. O

With those Mikado Densities and Mikado flows, the perturbations v and w are defined as
in Section (.1l Additionally, we redefine the corrector w. by setting

2d n (HQ,J')
we = > sign(g7)|gf |7 (JVxQ) >
j=1QeQ
With this definition, we have
2d
sign(g Igj E Qi
wwe=3 3 I (xa (1°7),).
J=1Q€eQ

i.e., the vector field perturbations are Hamiltonian. With {I]), @8], (54)) and (G2), one easily
sees that

lwell o (gay < HJVXQHCU('W)HH N o (pa
) (T4)
Jj=1QeQ

<Cf(eq, ||R0|‘L1(1rd))()\ﬂ)7l

and

2d
L/ 1 . .
| Dwell s yay < Z Z |gJQ|p XHJVXQHcl('ﬂ'd)”HQJHLﬁ(Td) +11IVxellcod HDHQ’]HM(W)
Jj=1Q€Q —.,_/

RIWRI 5

< C(Ev a, HRO HLI(Td))M_(ﬂH_l%

lwellw.s ey < Cle, a, HROHLl(Td))If(Wl).

Therefore, Proposition 2] can be proven just as we did in Section [[] and the limit function in
the proof of Theorem [[L3] is Hamiltonian.

References

[ABC13] Giovanni Alberti, Stefano Bianchini, and Gianluca Crippa. Structure of level
sets and sard-type properties of lipschitz maps. Annali della Scuola Normale
Superiore di Pisa-Classe di Scienze, 12(4):863-902, 2013.

[ADLMO7] Luigi Ambrosio, Camillo De Lellis, and Jan Maly. On the chain rule for the
divergence of bv-like vector fields: applications, partial results, open problems.
Perspectives in nonlinear partial differential equations, Contemp. Math., 446:31—
67, 2007.

[BB20] Stefano Bianchini and Paolo Bonicatto. A uniqueness result for the decomposi-
tion of vector fields in R?. Tnventiones mathematicae, 220(1):255-393, 2020.

[BCDL21]  Elia Brué, Maria Colombo, and Camillo De Lellis. Positive solutions of trans-
port equations and classical nonuniqueness of characteristic curves. Archive for
Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 240(2):1055-1090, 2021.

[BCV21] Tristan Buckmaster, Maria Colombo, and Vlad Vicol. Wild solutions of the
Navier-Stokes equations whose singular sets in time have Hausdorff dimension
strictly less than 1. Journal of the European Mathematical Society, 2021.

23



[BDLSJV19] Tristan Buckmaster, Camillo De Lellis, Liszlé Székelyhidi Jr, and Vlad Vicol.

[BG16]

[BMS21]
[BV19]

[CGSW17]

[CL21]

[CO22

[DL8Y]

[DLK20]
[DLSJ09]
[DLSJ12]
[DLSJ14]

[DSJ17]

[GS21]
[Isel8]

[Luol9]

[MS18]

[MS19]

[MS20]

[PS21]

[Tsu21]

Onsager’s conjecture for admissible weak solutions. Communications in pure
and applied mathematics, 72(2):229-274, 2019.

Stefano Bianchini and Nikolay A. Gusev. Steady nearly incompressible vector
fields in two-dimension: chain rule and renormalization. Archive for Rational
Mechanics and Analysis, 222(2):451-505, 2016.

Jan Burczak, Stefano Modena, and L&szlé Székelyhidi. Non uniqueness of power-
law flows. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 388(1):199-243, 2021.

Tristan Buckmaster and Vlad Vicol. Nonuniqueness of weak solutions to the
navier-stokes equation. Annals of Mathematics (2), 189(1):101-144, 2019.

Gianluca Crippa, Nikolay Gusev, Stefano Spirito, and Emil Wiedemann. Failure
of the chain rule for the divergence of bounded vector fields. Annali della Scuola
Normale Superiore di Pisa-Classe di Scienze, 17(1):1-18, 2017.

Alexey Cheskidov and Xiaoyutao Luo. Nonuniqueness of weak solutions for the
transport equation at critical space regularity. Annals of PDE, 7(1), 2021.

Tomasz Cie$lak and Wojciech S. Ozariski. A partial uniqueness result and an
asymptotically sharp nonuniqueness result for the zhikov problem on the torus.
to appear on Calculus of Variations and Partial Differential Equations, 2022.

Ronald J. DiPerna and Pierre-Louis Lions. Ordinary differential equations,
transport theory and sobolev spaces. Inventiones mathematicae, 98(3):511-547,
1989.

Camillo De Lellis and Hyunju Kwon. On non-uniqueness of hélder continuous
globally dissipative euler flows. arXiv preprint arXiv:2006.06482, 2020.

Camillo De Lellis and Laszl6 Székelyhidi Jr. The Euler equations as a differential
inclusion. Ann. of Math. (2), 170(3):1417-1436, 2009.

Camillo De Lellis and Lészlé Székelyhidi Jr. Dissipative continuous Euler flows.
Invent. math., 193(2):377-407, 2012.

Camillo De Lellis and Laszlé Székelyhidi Jr. Dissipative Euler flows and On-
sager’s conjecture. J. Eur. Math. Soc., 16(7):1467-1505, 2014.

Sara Daneri and Laszlé Székelyhidi Jr. Non-uniqueness and h-principle for
Hélder-continuous weak solutions of the Euler equations. Arch. Rational Mech.
Anal., 224(2):471-514, 2017.

Vikram Giri and Massimo Sorella. Non-uniqueness of integral curves for au-
tonomous hamiltonian vector fields. arXiv preprint arXiv:2108.05050, 2021.

Philip Isett. A Proof of Onsager’s Conjecture. Annals of Mathematics,
188(3):871-963, 2018.

Xiaoyutao Luo. Stationary solutions and nonuniqueness of weak solutions for
the Navier-Stokes equations in high dimensions. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal.,
233(2):701-747, 2019.

Stefano Modena and Lészlé Székelyhidi. Non-uniqueness for the transport equa-
tion with sobolev vector fields. Annals of PDE, 4(2), 2018. 18.

Stefano Modena and Lészl6é Székelyhidi. Non-renormalized solutions to the con-
tinuity equation. Calculus of Variations and Partial Differential Equations, 58,
2019. 208.

Stefano Modena and Gabriel Sattig. Convex integration solutions to the trans-
port equation with full dimensional concentration. Annales de I’Institut Henri
Poincaré C, Analyse non linéaire, 37:1075—-1108, 2020.

Jules Pitcho and Massimo Sorella. Almost everywhere non-uniqueness of integral
curves for divergence-free sobolev vector fields. arXiv preprint arXiv:2108.03194,
2021.

Tomonori Tsuruhashi. On divergence of products of irregular scalar and
solenoidal vector fields. Advances in Mathematical Sciences and Applications,
30(1):1-21, 2021.

24



	1 Introduction
	2 Statement of the Main Proposition
	3 Preliminary tools
	4 The Building Blocks
	5 The perturbations
	5.1 Definition of the perturbations
	5.1.1 Partition into cubes of edge 
	5.1.2 Choice of Mikado, for each cube Q Q
	5.1.3 Choice of cutoffs, for each cube Q Q
	5.1.4 Definition of perturbations ,w and correctors c, wc

	5.2 Estimates for the perturbations

	6 The Defect field
	6.1 Definition of the first row of the new Defect Field
	6.2 Estimates of the first row of the new Defect Field
	6.3 Definition and Estimates of the second row of the new Defect Field

	7 Proof of the Proposition
	8 The Hamiltonian Case

