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NON-UNIQUENESS OF LERAY-HOPF SOLUTIONS FOR STOCHASTIC
FORCED NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS

MARTINA HOFMANOVA, RONGCHAN ZHU, AND XIANGCHAN ZHU

ABSTRACT. We study the question of non-uniqueness of Leray—Hopf solutions to stochastic forced
Navier-Stokes equations on R? starting from zero initial condition. Specifically, we consider a
linear multiplicative noise and the equations are perturbed by an additional body force f. This
type of noise is particularly appealing due to the regularization by noise phenomena established in
[RZZ14], which provides global uniqueness for arbitrary f € L?(0,T; HS~1) for s > 3/2 with high
probability. Based on the ideas of Albritton, Brué and Colombo [ABC22|, we prove that there
exists a force f € L'(0,T;LP), p < 3, so that non-uniqueness of local-in-time probabilistically
strong Leray—Hopf solutions as well as joint non-uniqueness in law of Leray—Hopf solutions on
R* hold true. In the deterministic setting, we show that the set of forces, for which Leray—
Hopf solutions are non-unique, is dense in Ll(O,T; L2). In addition, by a simple controllability
argument we show that for every divergence-free initial condition in L? there is a force so that
non-uniqueness of Leray—Hopf solutions holds.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We address the issue of non-uniqueness of Leray-Hopf solutions to stochastic forced Navier—Stokes
equations on R3. The equations take the form

du + div(u ® u)dt + Vpdt = Audt + udW + fdt,

divu = 0, (1.1)

where W is a real-valued Wiener process on some stochastic basis (2, F, (F¢)i>0, P). Our primary
focus is on the linear multiplicative noise which has attracted a lot of attention in the literature.
Of particular relevance to our investigation is the regularization by noise phenomena obtained in
[RZZ14] (also explored in [GHV14] for the case of Euler equations), with which we later reconcile
our findings.

In essence, Leray—Hopf solutions adhere to the Navier—Stoke equations (1.1) in the analytically
weak sense, while also satisfying the crucial requirement of the energy inequality, rendering them
highly pertinent from a physical standpoint. Formally, the corresponding energy equality is derived
by testing the Navier—Stokes equations with the solution itself or, in other words, by applying Itd’s
formula to the L?-norm of the solution. However, due to the limited regularity of weak solutions,
executing this testing procedure rigorously proves challenging; hence, a preliminary approximation
method is necessary, followed by the application of lower semicontinuity, yielding only an inequality
in the limit. Various formulations of the energy inequality exist, and we defer the precise definition
to Section 3.2.

Even in the absence of stochastic forcing, the (non)uniqueness of Leray—Hopf solutions has his-
torically represented a prominent open problem in fluid dynamics, that was only recently resolved
in the groundbreaking work [ABC22]. Specifically, the authors demonstrated that for the initial
condition ug = 0, there exists a time 7" > 0 and a force f € L*(0,7T; L?) with two distinct Leray—
Hopf solutions to the deterministic forced Navier—Stokes equations on [0, 7] x R3. The proof relies
on the construction of a smooth, compactly supported steady state of the Navier—Stokes equations
in similarity variables, which is inherently linearly unstable in dynamics, evidenced by the presence
of an unstable eigenvalue in the corresponding linearized operator. The force f is implicitly defined
to ensure satisfaction of the Navier—Stokes equations. Consequently, the second solution follows a
trajectory on an unstable manifold, with the two solutions differing in their decay as t — 0.

Prior to the seminal work [ABC22], the non-uniqueness of weak solutions lacking the energy
inequality to the deterministic forced Navier—Stokes equations was established in [BV19] through
convex integration. However, the incorporation of the energy inequality was only achieved for the
p-Navier—Stokes equations, where the Laplacian is replaced by the p-Laplacian with p € (1,6/5), as
demonstrated in [BMS21], and for fractional Navier—Stokes equations, as seen in [CDD18]. These
findings served as the foundation for various non-uniqueness results concerning the stochastic coun-
terpart of the equations, such as non-uniqueness in law [HZZ24], non-uniqueness of Markov solutions
[HZZ23Db], and non-uniqueness of ergodic stationary solutions [HZZ22]. Furthermore, also global ex-
istence and non-uniqueness when the system is driven by space-time white noise was established in
[HZZ23a]. Stochastic power law fluids were addressed in [LZ23].

In this study, we show that the construction developed in [ABC22] can be suitably adapted to
the framework of (1.1), thereby proving the following local-in-time result. For precise assumptions
and statement, we direct the reader to Theorem 3.6.
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Theorem 1.1. There exists an (F;)-stopping time T > 0 and an (F;)-adapted f € L'(0,T;L?)
P-a.s. such that there are two distinct (F;)-adapted Leray—Hopf solutions to the Navier—Stokes
equations (1.1) on [0,T] x R® with zero initial datum.

Furthermore, we extend the aforementioned solutions to the entire time interval RT utilizing
the probabilistic extension technique introduced in [HZZ24]. The method was originally devised to
prolong the existence of convex integration solutions, which exist up to a stopping time, to global
solutions. At the stopping time, the convex integration solutions were connected to Leray—Hopf
solutions, which exist for every divergence-free initial condition in L2. In the deterministic context,
such a connection is straightforward. However, in the stochastic setting, the subtlety arises from
the probabilistic weakness of Leray—Hopf solutions; they cannot be constructed on every probability
space with a given Wiener process, yet these probabilistic elements become integral components of
the solution. The probabilistic extension method from [HZZ24] has since been widely employed,
particularly in scenarios where convex integration is applied within the stochastic framework (see,
for instance, [Y22a, Y22b]).

Unlike Leray—Hopf solutions, the convex integration solutions are probabilistically strong, mean-
ing they are adapted to the given Wiener process. Remarkably, the solutions derived in Theorem 1.1
are also probabilistically strong. To facilitate the application of the probabilistic extension technique
from [HZZ24], we initially elevate these solutions to probability measures on the canonical space
of trajectories up to a stopping time. This canonical space is generated by both the solution and
the noise. Subsequently, these probability measures are extended by the laws of classical Leray—
Hopf solutions to encompass probability measures on trajectories over RT. The resulting solutions
adhere to the energy inequality throughout R and are thus classified as Leray-Hopf solutions.
Consequently, this allows us to establish joint non-uniqueness in law within this class, specifically,
non-uniqueness of the joint laws of (u, W). The proof of this result is provided in Theorem 3.15.

Theorem 1.2. There exists [, a measurable functional of the driving Wiener process W, such that
joint non-uniqueness in law holds true in the class of Leray—Hopf solutions.

As previously mentioned, we aim to compare the above results with the available well-posedness
theory. Specifically, we consider a form of noise that provides a regularization effect, as demonstrated
in [RZZ14]. The Navier-Stokes system under consideration in the latter work takes the following
form

du + div(u ® u)dt + Vpdt = Audt + fudW, divu =0, (1.2)

with W a being Wiener process and g € R. It was established that local strong solutions exist and
are unique for initial conditions in H® with s > 3/2. Furthermore, for every £ > 0 there exists
k = Kk(?,¢) satisfying limg_, o k(3% €) = oo such that whenever |lug||gs < & for some s > 3/2 then
the solution is global with probability bigger than 1 — e. The basic idea is that letting v = e #Wu
1t6’s formula implies

2
Opv + %v + eBWdiv(v ®v) + Vp, = Awv. (1.3)

Here, the second term %21) furnishes sufficient dissipation to yield global solutions with high proba-
bility.

To facilitate comparison with the findings of this paper, we re-examine the proof presented in
[RZZ14] and introduce an additional body force f into (1.2). It emerges that the results established
in [RZZ14] remain applicable under the condition f € L2(0,T; H*™1), or f can also be random
provided f € L2(; L?(0,T; H*~1)) and it is progressively measurable. Specifically, for any force
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in this function space, the solution originating from the zero initial condition is both unique and
globally defined with a high probability. However, this level of regularity does not extend to the
force derived in Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 (as particularly evident in (1.24) of [ABC22]), which
belongs only to L'(0,T; L?) for every p < 3. Consequently, such forces give rise to solutions that
are distinct immediately after the initial time with full probability. Moreover, the integrability
condition L'(0,T; LP) for every p < 3 is sharp locally in time, mirroring the deterministic scenario:
if f € L1(0,T; L3), then uniqueness of solutions is assured for solutions within the class C([0, T]; L?),
which exist locally in time (refer to Remark 3.7 for further elaboration).

Our proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 relies on a novel transformation of the Navier—
Stokes system (1.1) to a random partial differential equation. Unlike the conventional exponential
transformation v = e~"Wu leading to an analogue of (1.3), we adopt a two-step transformation.
This approach enables us to relocate the random and time-dependent coefficient away from the
nonlinearity and towards the dissipative term, where it manifests as a viscosity. To elaborate, we
define w(t) := e~ WO =t/2y(t) and w(t) =: U(fot eW()=5/2ds) =: (v o §)(t). Notably, the function 6
is invertible. By applying Itd’s formula, we obtain (refer to Section 3.1 for further details):

v+ div(v @ v) + Vr = h(07 (1)) Av + g, (1.4)

for an appropriately defined pressure 7, force g and viscosity h(071(t)).

In essence, we apply the methodology of [ABC22] to the transformed equation (1.4). Notably,
the modification solely affects the dissipative term, which is inherently treated as a perturbation. To
address this perturbation, we establish a novel regularity estimate for the semigroup generated by
the linearized operator (denoted as e™%<s in Section 2.3) utilizing a Littlewood-Paley decomposition
and paraproducts. This approach enables us to construct two distinet Leray—Hopf solutions to (1.4).
However, in order to obtain meaningful solutions upon retransformation to the original equation
(1.1), it is imperative to ensure their adaptiveness with respect to the original filtration (Ft)i>o0
generated by the Wiener process W. This is the key difference to the deterministic scenario and
it is rather delicate due to the random time rescaling 6. In particular, it requires several auxiliary
results concerning stopping times, filtrations and adaptedness.

Remark 1.3. Our methodology readily extends to the scenario of forced Navier—Stokes equations
perturbed with additive noise. Specifically, employing the Da Prato—Debussche trick, wherein the
equations are decomposed into a linear stochastic Stokes system and a nonlinear random PDE for
the remainder (as demonstrated in, for instance, [HZZ24]), analogous arguments to those presented
in Lemma 3.5 below yield multiple solutions to the nonlinear equation originating from the zero
initial condition. Moreover, the probabilistic extension of solutions from [HZZ24] facilitates the
extension of our findings outlined in Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 to this context. Notably, the
proof in the case of additive noise is comparatively straightforward, as no alteration of filtration is
required. For further details and an additional result in a hyperviscous setting, the interested reader
is directed to [BJLZ23].

Finally, we present several results in the deterministic setting. We consider the following equation:
Oru + div(iu @ u) + Vp = Au+ f,

. (1.5)

dive = 0.

Theorem 1.4. In the deterministic setting, non-uniqueness of Leray—Hopf solutions holds in the
following situations.
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(1) For every g € L*(0,1; L?) and every e > 0 there exists f € L*(0,1; L?) satisfying

lg = fllzr,1522) <€
such that Leray—Hopf solutions with zero initial condition to (1.5) are non-unique.
(2) For every divergence-free initial condition ug € L? there exists f € L*(0,1; L?) such that
Leray—Hopf solutions to (1.5) with the initial condition ug are non-unique.

The result in (1) is achieved through Theorem 4.4 and Corollary 4.6 by a modification of the
construction from [ABC22]. The result in (2) is proved in Theorem 5.1 by a simple controllability
argument in the spirit of [F1a97] and no implicit modification of the proof of [ABC22] is necessary.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the notation, set the basic general
assumptions on the operator G and recall the key elements of the construction from [ABC22]. The
case of linear multiplicative noise is treated in Section 3. Section 4 and Section 5 then focus on the
deterministic setting.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the paper, we use the notation a < b if there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that a < cb,
and we write a ~ b if a < b and b < a.

2.1. Function spaces. Given a Banach space E with a norm | - ||z and T > 0, we write CpE =
C([0,T]); E) for the space of continuous functions from [0, 7] to F, equipped with the supremum norm
[ fllcre = supeo,r 1f ()] 5. We also use C([0, 00); E) to denote the space of continuous functions
from [0, 00) to E. For p € [1, 0] we write L. E = LP(0,T'; E) for the space of LP-integrable functions
from [0, 7] to E, equipped with the usual LP-norm. We also use L} (RT;E) to denote the space
of functions f from [0,00) to E satisfying f|jor) € L. E for all T > 0. Similar notation is used for
Ce.(RY; E). Set L2 = {u € L*divu = 0}. We denote by L2 the space of locally L*-integrable
vector fields. We use (A;);>_1 to denote the Littlewood—Paley blocks corresponding to a dyadic
partition of unity. Besov spaces on the torus with general indices o € R, p, ¢ € [1, o0] are defined as
the completion of C>°(R?) with respect to the norm

1/q

lullzg, = | D 2*UAulf, |

Jjz—1

where C2°(R?) means smooth functions on R? with compact support. Set H® = Bf, for a € R.

Paraproducts were introduced by Bony in [Bon81] and they permit to decompose a product of
two distributions into three parts which behave differently in terms of regularity. More precisely,
using the Littlewood-Paley blocks, the product fg of two Schwartz distributions f,g € S’'(R?) can
be formally decomposed as

fg=F=<g9+feg+ />y,
with

f=g=g-f=> > Aifljg, fog= > AiflAg

j=—1i<j—1 li—jl<1
Here, the paraproducts < and > are always well-defined and critical term is the resonant product
denoted by o. In general, it is only well-defined provided the sum of the regularities of f and ¢ in
terms of Besov spaces is strictly positive. Moreover, we have the following paraproduct estimates
from [Bon&1] (see also [GIP15, Lemma 2.1]).
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Lemma 2.1. Let 8 € R, p,p1,p2,q € [1,00] such that % = pil + piz. Then it holds

If <gllgs, S NFllellglipe s
p.q P2.q

and if a < 0 then
< o
I < llggss S 1 Flsg, sl

r1,9

If a+ 8 > 0 then it holds
£ o llpgye S 1F125, gllng, .

r1,9

2.2. Probabilistic elements. We will present the probabilistic extension of solutions in Section 3.2
in a general framework. To this end, we introduce basics for the general stochastic forcing, which will
be used there. For a Hilbert space U, let Lo(U, L2) be the space all Hilbert—Schmidt operators from
U to L2 with the norm || - || g, z2). Let G : L2 — Lo(U, L2) be B(LZ)/B(L2(U, L2)) measurable.
In the following, we assume

1G @ Law,z2) < OO+ [l 22),

2
loc

Jim G yn)"w = Gly)"wllo =0,

where the asterisk denotes the adjoint operator.

Suppose there is another Hilbert space U; such that the embedding U C Uy is Hilbert—Schmidst.
We also use ngg to denote the space of distributions equipped with THE topology given by the
seminorms

for every x € C° N L2 and if in addition y,, — y in L2 _ then we require

”gHHE% = Sup{(g,v),v € Cgov HU”H3 < 1,suppv - BR}7 0 < R < 00,

with Br = {z : |z| < R}. Let Qo := C([0,00); H;2 x Uy) N L2 ([0, 00); L2 x Uy) and let 22(Qy)
denote the set of all probability measures on (Qg, B) with B being the Borel o-algebra coming from
the topology of locally uniform convergence on Q. Let (z,y) : Qo — C([0,00); H;;2 x Uy) denote

oc
the canonical process on )y given by

(@e(w), ye(w)) = w(t).
For t > 0 we define o-algebra B' = o{(x(s),y(s)),s > t}. Finally, we define the canonical filtration
BY = o{(x(s),y(s)),s < t}, t >0, as well as its right-continuous version B; := Ne=¢BY, t > 0.

2.3. Useful results from [ABC22]. A recent breakthrough result from [ABC22] is the non-uniqueness
of Leray—Hopf solutions to the following forced Navier—Stokes system:

Ou=Au+f—u-Vu+Vp, divu=0, (2.1)
u(0) = 0.

More precisely, there exist T > 0 and f € L'(0,T; L?) and two distinct Leray-Hopf solutions on
[0,T] x R? to the Navier-Stokes system (2.1) with force f and initial data 0.

Before proceeding, we recall the main ideas of the proof in [ABC22], which also serves as the basis
for construction of non-unique solutions to the random PDE (3.4) in Section 3.1 below. In [ABC22],
the authors first considered the Navier—Stokes equations in similarity variables (¢, 7), and identified
a pair of a steady-state equilibrium and a force (U, F) such that, when the equations are linearized
around U, the resulting linear operator L (see (2.4) below) possesses an unstable eigenvalue. They
calculated the decay rate of Uy, (see (2.8)), which is a solution to the linear PDE 0,U = Lg,U.
Subsequently, they constructed a non-trivial trajectory UP" on the unstable manifold associated
with the most unstable eigenvalue. This led them to conclude that @ and @+ u""™ + uP°", expressed
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in physical variables, are two Leray-Hopf solutions to the original Navier-Stokes equations with
force f.

To be more precise, we recall the following similarity variables from [ABC22]:

&= %, T =logt,
u(t,z) = %U(T, o), flt.a) = #F(T, o). (2.2)

In these variables, the forced Navier-Stokes system (2.1) becomes
1 _
GTU—5(1+§-V)U—AU+U-VU+VP=F, divU = 0. (2.3)

Suppose that U is the linearly unstable solution for the dynamics of (2.3) obtained in [ABC22,
Theorem 1.3], that is, there exists an unstable eigenvalue for the linearized operator Ls; defined by

—LSSU:—%(1+§-V)U—AU+IP’(U-VU+U-VU), (2.4)

where P is the Leray projector. Set
Fo= —5(1 +E-V)U - AT+ T - V. (2.5)
Using [ABC22, Theorem 1.3] we know that a(¢, ) 7-[7 (&) is a Leray—Hopf solution to the forced
Navier-Stokes equations (2.1) with f(t,z) = #zF(7,£). By [ABC22, Theorem 4.1], the linear

operator Lgs : D(Lss) C L2 — L2 with D(Lss) := {U € L2 : U € H?(R?),£- VU € L*(R?)}, has
an unstable eigenvalue A. Then A\ can be chosen to be maximally unstable, that is

a:=RehA= sup Rez >0, (2.6)
z€0(Lss)

with o(Lgss) being the spectrum of the operator Lss. Let n € H*(R?) be a non-trivial smooth
eigenfunction for all £ > 0. Define

Utn () := Re(eMn), (2.7)
which is a solution to the linearized PDE
O, U = Lo U™,
We also recall from [ABC22, (4.16)] that
|UY || gx = C(k)e®, T €R, keN. (2.8)

We also recall the following result from [ABC22, Lemma 4.4], which will be used frequently in
the sequel.

Lemma 2.2. For any oo > o1 >0 and 6 > 0, it holds
||GTLSSUOHHU2 <r —(o2—01)/2 ,7( a+6)HUOHH°1, >0,
for any Uy € L2 N H°. Here the implicit constant depends on o1, 02, 6.

In the following, we extend the approach of [ABC22] to the stochastic case. Specifically, we first
transform the stochastically forced Navier—Stokes system into a forced Navier—Stokes system with
random viscosity. In this setting, we also use the steady state U and the linear operator as in
[ABC22]. Since the equation now contains a stochastic term, the new forcing term (H below) also
becomes random. Following the method in [ABC22], we aim to construct a non-trivial trajectory
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UP¢" on the unstable manifold. To achieve this, we treat the random viscosity term as a perturbation
and apply a fixed-point argument in a suitable Besov space.

3. LINEAR MULTIPLICATIVE NOISE

In this section, we prove non-uniqueness of Leray—Hopf solutions to the following Navier—Stokes
equations driven by linear multiplicative noise

du + div(u @ uw)dt + Vpdt = Audt + udW + fdt, divu =0, (3.1)

where W is a one-dimensional Brownian motion on stochastic basis (Q, F, (Ft)¢>0, P) and (Ft)i>0
is the normal filtration generated by W, that is, the canonical right-continuous filtration augmented
by all the P-negligible sets.

3.1. Construction of non-unique local-in-time solutions. In the first step, we introduce a
new variable v so that the stochastic forced Navier—Stokes system (3.1) rewrites as a forced Navier—
Stokes system with a random and time dependent viscosity. This transformation is different from
what is usually used in case of linear multiplicative noise, see e.g. [HZZ24]. In particular, we define

w(t) = u(t)e”WH=/2), (3.2)
By It6’s formula we find that
de=WB=t/2) — _o=(WO—t/2qpy 4 o= (W(B)=t/2)q¢

which implies that
dw = e~ WO=1/2) 4y + ude~ WH-t/2) d(u, e*(W(t)*t/2)>.

Thus w solves
drw + eVt 2div(w @ w) — Aw 4+ e~ WDy = =Wt/ ¢ divw = 0.

In this equation, we already eliminated the stochastic integral but the factor in front of the nonlinear
term is not so convenient. To this end, we define the time rescaling of w:

t
w(t) = v(/ eW(S)fs/zds) =: (vo0)(t). (3.3)
0
We have
dyw(t) = (Ow(0(t)))eV M—1/2
which leads to
B (0(t)) = e—W(t)th/zatw(t) = —div(w ® w) — e WOH/2 A, 4 e’QW(t)HVp—i- 872W(t)+tf'

We observe that 6 is continuous and strictly increasing and so there exists an inverse =1 : RT — RT.
Thus, we obtain that v satisfies

O +div(v @ v) + Vr = h(071(t)Av + g, dive =0, (3.4)
where
h(t) = e”WOTE gty = RO ) (071 (1), w(t) = KO ()p(0 (1)),
In other words, the random and time dependent factor now appears in (3.4) in place of viscosity.
This is very helpful because the dissipative term will be treated as a perturbation.

However, due to the the above random time change we need to carefully trace adaptedness,
in order to guarantee that the final solutions to (3.1) are adapted to (F;);>0. This turns out to
be rather subtle. To this end, we first adjust the filtration and show several auxiliary results on
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adaptedness of stochastic processes and on stopping times. We also emphasize that the adaptedness
to (Fi)e=o0 is important for the extension of the solutions in a probabilistic sense (see Section 3.2),
which stands out as one of the main distinctions in our proof compared to deterministic calculations.

Lemma 3.1. For every s > 0, 071(s) is an (F;)-stopping time. Define
Fp = Fo-10) :={A € F; An{07'(t) < s} € Fs for all s >0}, ¢>0.
Then (.7:}),520 is a right-continuous filtration. Moreover, if a stochastic process X is (F;)-progressively

measurable then X o0~ is (ﬁt)-adapted.

Proof. For any s,t > 0, {671(s) < t} = {6(t) > s} € F;. Hence, the first result follows. Since
{6, ',t > 0} is a family of increasing (F;)-stopping times, by [KS, Lemma 2.15] we know that the
o-algebras .7:}, t > 0, are also increasing, hence they build a filtration. For A € ﬁj’le]}t 41 by the
continuity and monotonicity of ! we have for any u > 0

An{o71(t) <u} = UAn{e <u}ef

Hence, A € F, and (.7},5),520 is then a right-continuous filtration. The last result follows by a well-
known result for stopping times (c.f. [KS, Proposition 2.18]). O

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that v is an (ﬁt)—adapted H7-valued stochastic process with P-a.s. continuous
trajectories for some v € R. Then v o0 is (F;)-adapted.

Proof. Using the continuity of v with respect to ¢, we find

o0

k
o0 = lim 37 o( 5 )1k <oty
k=0

Now it suffices to prove that ’U(Q%)].{Ln <on<krly € Fi. For any open set A C H” not including
Zero
k k k kE+1
{(F) eaomesn €4} = {o(5) e 4pn{z <o < 5}
k k k+1
= 0 (5) <tpnfom < 5=}
{(2) }m{ 2 MO0 <5y eh
where we used that {v(£) € A} € % = Fy-1(%- For any open set A including zero,
k
{o(55) 1 icomesssy € 4}

~({olg) e}z <o <5} u{m oo <} e m

Hence, the result follows. O

We also prove the following results for stopping time.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that T is an (ﬁt)—stopping time. Then 0=t o T is an (F;)-stopping time.

Proof. We have

{07 0T <t} ={T <6(t)} = [ J{T <s}n{s <0(t)} = | J{T < s} n{07"(s) <t} € Fu.
seQ seQ
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By Lemma 3.1 we find that the random coefficient ho#~1 in (3.4) is (F;)-adapted. Our aim is to
find two (F;)-adapted LerayHopf solutions to (3.4) with the same (F;)-adapted force g before some
strictly positive (ﬁt)-stopping time 7. Then using Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3 and the transform
in (3.2), we construct two (F;)-adapted Leray—Hopf solutions to (3.1) with the same (F;)-adapted
force f before some strictly positive (F;)-stopping time Ty = 071 o T.

As the next step, we concentrate on (3.4), and find the force g which gives raise to two Leray—Hopf
solutions. The transform in the similarity variables as in (2.2), i.e.

1 1
’U(t,.’IJ) = %U(Tv 5)7 g(t,.’IJ) = WH(Tu 5)7 (35)
leads to
o,U — %(1 +&-VYU+U-VU+VP = h(@‘l(eT))AU + H, divU =0. (3.6)

This has a similar structure as (2.3) except for the viscosity. Then the background solution U
defined in Section 2 based on the construction from [ABC22, Theorem 1.3] is a solution to (3.6)
with H = H given by

_ 1 L _ _
H= —5(1 +&-V)U+U-VU —h(0~(e))AU.
As U is deterministic, using Lemma 3.1 and the transform (3.5) it follows that

o(t,3) = AT, 6) (37)
is (F;)-adapted. Hence, using Lemma 3.2
f(t,x) = h(t,2)?g(6(t) (3.8)

is (F;)-adapted, where h(t,2)~2 = 1/h(t,x)?. Note, however, that here g is not continuous at t = 0.
But we can still apply Lemma 3.2 to the function §(t,z) = t3/2g(t, x) which is continuous to deduce
that §(0) is (F;)-adapted. If t = 0 then f is deterministic and hence measurable with respect to Fo,
which implies the adaptedness of f.

In the following, we fix the above H = H, which belongs to C([r1,72]; L?) for any 71,7 € R
P-a.s. and we aim to construct the second solution to (3.6). Similarly to [ABC22], we make use of
the following ansatz for the second solution

U=U+U"nyrer, (3.9)
with U and U"" as in Section 2 and UP¢" solves the following equation
0, UPT — L, UP" + P(Ulm Lyurer 1 yrer . yylin . lin . ylin g geer VUpeT)
= (R0~ (7)) = AP +U"™). (3.10)

Here L, was defined in (2.4). For UP", we additionally require a suitable decay estimate which
compared to (2.8) implies that U™ # —UP*" and consequently U # U leading to non-uniqueness.

Compared to [ABC22], the only difference in (3.10) comes from the right hand side. The idea is
to view it as a perturbation of the equation. To obtain the necessary estimates, we use the Besov
space By (to replace HY in [ABC22]) in the definition of the following Banach space X, i.e. for
some € >0 and N >5/2, N € N we let

X :={U € C((—00,T]; B'.) : ||U||x < o0},
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with the norm
HLHX ‘=supe (a E)T||L(7)HBN :
T<T 200

By the time change in (2.2) we also need to define the following filtration G, := F; for 7 = logt €
R. Since the time change is deterministic, it holds that v is (F;)-adapted if and only if U is (G,)-
adapted for v, U in (3.5). Furthermore, T is a (G, )-stopping time if and only if 7 is a (]:"t)—stopping
time. Or in other words, T  is a (]:'t)—stopping time if and only if logT is a (G, )-stopping time.

In the following, we consider (3.10) with the random coefficient h(#~!(e)) — 1 adapted to the
filtration (G, )rcr and we want to find one solution adapted to the same filtration. To this end, we
first prove the following bound for the operator L.

Lemma 3.4. For N € N, j >0, 0 < 7 < 2 there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
R
||Aij+2eTLSSUOHL2 S 22Je c2 ]THUOHBQIOO + ||UOHL27

for any Uy € Bé\foo.

Proof. We use a similar transform as in the proof of [ABC22, Lemma 4.4], i.e. we set G(7) = e"X=U
and

u(t,z) = G(log(t+ 1),

1 T 1 _ T
— ) U t7 = U :
Virl =) ) = =0 =)
This leads to

ou — Au = —P(a-Vu+u-Va), u(0)=U.

Since U is smooth, we obtain that @ is also smooth and in this transform ¢ = e — 1 ~ 7 when
€ (0,2). By Lemma 2.2 we know that

sup [Ju(t)[|2 < C|Uol| 2. (3.11)
te(0,e2—1]

By the Duhamel formula, the paraproduct decomposition with implicit summation over i = 1,2,3
and using the smoothness of i, we obtain for ¢ € (0,e? — 1)

14V u(t)]| 2

S e AV U 2 + / e TN A (@ < B+ @ > Bu + T 0 Byu)| r2ds
0
t . . j 2
+ / e 2 DTN A (i < B+ u' - Oy + u' 0 9;11) || L2ds
0

. ¢ , _
< 6722]t||AjVNU0||L2 + Z/ 67221(t75)22j||VN*1AI’LLHL2(1$ + (su};) lu(t)]| z2- (3.12)
“Jo te(0,e2—1

l~j

Here and in the following [ ~ j means that there exists a universal constant ¢ > 0 such that
|l — j] < c. Indeed, in the last step we used paraproduct estimates Lemma 2.1, smoothness of @ and

18,V (@ < V)|l e D UV Apllge + VA £2) $ 2% VN Al g2 + 27 |[uf| e,

I~j I~y
18, VY (Va < w2 £ (VN Az + [ Al g2) $ 27 ) IIVY T Az + [lull 2,
I~j I~j

and we used sup;¢(g,c2—_1) [|u(t)| 12 to directly control the remaining terms as @ is smooth.
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Choosing N =1 in (3.12), the second term on the right hand side gives ||u|| 2 hence we obtain
for t € (0,e* — 1)
)i
125 Vu(t)l| 2 S e 1AV Uo L2 + Ul 2. (3.13)

Here we used (3.11) to bound the second and the last term. Choosing N = 2 in (3.12), we apply
(3.13) to control the second term and obtain for ¢ € (0,e? — 1)

) t ) o
1A, V2u(t)|| 2 < e 27 A, VU | 2 +/ e 2 (=96 =27592 45 N | AV U 2 + | Usl 2
0

I~j

S e A VAUl 2 + €Y |AVUo | g2 + [[Uoll 2

I~j
For a general N € N, we iterate the above argument to have for t € (0,e? — 1)
t
_92j _ 24 . _
1A VN u®)|2 < e 2 A VN Up|| 2 +Z/ e~ 2712 45| AV T UG || 12 + | Uo | 12
I~j 70

27 23
Se AVl + e ANV T o 12 + (Ul 2,
I~

which implies the desired result. O

Lemma 3.5. For an integer N > 5/2, there existe > 0 and a (G;)-stopping time T = toAlogTp € R
with 7o given in (3.16) below and a (G)-adapted stochastic process UP*" € C((—oo, T); BY.,), which
is a solution to (3.10) and satisfies for k < N

UP o) laae S NUPCom)llpy <97, 7< T
Here T and 19 are given in the proof.

Proof. Choose 0 < € < %. Define the following (ﬁt)—stopping time for an arbitrary R > 0
TR = T}l% N TI%,
Th = if{t >0, [Wy-1|ljise = R}, 73 :=inf{t > 0,[07"(t)] > R}.
In the following we consider the time 7 < log 7 and intend to apply fix point argument in a small
ball of the Banach space X as in [ABC22]. The mild formulation of (3.10) reads as
prer — / e Les (1, (5) + Io(s))ds,
with _ _ _ _
Il — _]P;.(Ulln .y yuper + Urer . VUlzn + Ulln X VUlzn + urer . VUPBT),
I := (h(671(e®)) — DAUP + U'™).

We shall particularly focus on I which comes from the right hand side of (3.10), whereas I; will be
bounded below using the estimates from [ABC22, Section 4.2].

For the second term in I we apply Lemma 2.2 and (2.8) to have for 0 < § < ¢

(3.14)

/ ek (n(971(e%)) — 1) AU ™ ds

N
B3
-

.
< / T @3 || g1 (5) | yrvszds < / (T atd) gastisgg < a7+

~
— 00 — 00
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Here, we used the definition of the stopping time 7 to get
(61 - 1) 5 |2
since 6! has bounded derivatives before 7x, which was used in the last step.

Next, we concentrate on the first term in I5. By Lemma 3.4, Lemma 2.2 and (3.15) for N >
5/2,j20

~Wos(e) | SRV Spe’t, e <, (3.15)

2IN

’Aj / T Les (071 (%)) — 1)AUP*" ds

L2

< HAJ-VN / eT=9 s (h(971(e%)) — 1)AUP"ds

L2
.

2
</ e(Tfs)(a+5)e(a+€)s+isdsllU]M||X4’/

—o0 T—2

e(a+s)s+is (22j6722j(778) + 1)d8||U;Der||X

S e(a—i—a)‘r-i—i‘rHUper”X,

where (Aj)j>_1 denotes the Littlewood—Paley blocks corresponding to a dyadic partition of unity
and we used Lemma 2.2 for s € (—oo,7 — 2] and Lemma 3.4 for s € [t — 2,7]. For j = —1 we
directly apply Lemma 2.2. Hence, we derive

H [ " (g (o)) 1)AUst‘ o

2,00

S e(a+s)~r+i‘r||Uper||X_

Combining the above calculation we obtain

H [m e(T—s)Lsslz(S)dS‘ .

2,00

S e(a—i—a)‘r-i—i‘rHUper”X +ea7’+i7’-

As mentioned above, we apply the approach of [ABC22, Section 4.2] to control I; as follows
H/ e(-fs)Lssll(S)dSHX 5 €(a+E)T||Up8T||§{ + e(afs)T + eaT”UperHX

Altogether, this leads to

| / (=9ke (L (s) + Ba(s))ds|
< O+ TIUPT + =T 4 TYUPr ) + O 4+ AT U ).
We choose a deterministic 7y very negative such that
20 ({40 4 e(a=€)T0 | 070y 4 (3780 4 0370) < 1/2. (3.16)

Then it is standard to apply the fix point argument as in [ABC22] to find the desired solution in X
with T'= 79 A log TR. (I

Going back to the Navier—Stokes equations in the physical variables (3.1), we deduce the following.

Theorem 3.6. There exist an (F;)-stopping time Ty > 0 and an (F;)-adapted f € L'(0,Ty; L?)
P-a.s. such that there exists two distinct (F;)-adapted Leray—Hopf solutions in L>(0,Ty; L*) N
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L2(0, To; HYYNCW ([0, Ty]; L?) P-a.s. to the Navier-Stokes equations (3.1) on [0, To] x R® and initial
data ug =0, i.e. for all t € [0,Ty] and all divergence-free ¢ € C°(R?)

wo.v) = [ ', A)dr — / - Vu,g)dr + / e+ / (g udW),

and the following energy inequality holds true for all t € RT
tATo

tATo tATo
Ellu(t A To)|22 + 2E/ Vu|22ds < 2E/ (f,uhds + E/ ] 2ds. (3.17)
0 0 0

Moreover, the mapping W — f = f(W) is continuous from C([0,T]) to LLL?.

Proof. As a consequence of Lemma 3.5 and (2.8), we deduce that (3.6) with H = H on (—o0, T,
T = 19 A logTr, admits two (G;)-adapted solutions U and U defined in (3.9). The transform
(3.5) then permits to go back to the physical variables, and there exist two distinct (f't)—adapted
Leray-Hopf solutions vy, vg to the Navier-Stokes equations (3.4) with g given in (3.7) on [0, 7] with
T =e™ A Tr where

%U(ﬁ), ’U2(t7x) = %U(T,f)

In fact using Lemma 3.5 and (2.8) we see (U"" 4 UP*")(7) # 0 for 7 — —oco which implies U and
U are different. Then according to the change of variables formula, this implies vy, vo are different
when ¢ — 0. By Lemma 3.5, Tis a (ﬁt)—stopping time.

vi(t,z) =

Finally, we define
up(t) = VO 2 (0 0 0)(1),  ua(t) = VD2 (vy00)(2)

which gives two distinct (F;)-adapted solutions to the original Navier—Stokes equations (3.1) on
[0, Tp] with Ty =0~ o T and f given in (3.8). Indeed, by Lemma 3.3, Tj is an (JF;)-stopping time.
In view of Lemma 3.2, both u; and ug are (F;)-adapted. Based on change of variables and regularity
of U, U we obtain

lui@)llz= S OO S V()= SO0 SV i=1.2 (3.18)
where we used that 0(t) ~ t before Ty. In fact, if ¢ < Ty then 6(¢f) < 7 which implies that
[Wi| < R, |t| < R. Thus 6(t) ~ t. This implies that u; € C([0,To]; L?) N L?(0,Tp; H') and the
integral fOTO (div(u; ® u;), u;) is finite. By Lemma 3.5 and 1t6’s formula, we find that u; and ug have
the desired regularity on [0, Tp] P-a.s., satisfy the Navier-Stokes equations (3.1) in the analytically

weak sense with f given in (3.8), and also satisfy the energy inequality on [0,7y]. More precisely,
w1 (t) = (v1 0 0)(t) satisfies

Oywy + eW_t/2div(w1 ®wy) — Awy + V200 =eVt2g00, divw = 0.

By Itd’s formula we find
deW(t)—t/Z _ eW(t)—t/ZdVV’

which implies
du1 — 6W<t)7t/2dw1 + w1d€W(t)7t/2 + d<w17€W(t)7t/2>
= —div(u; @ u1) + Auq — VIV 00+ f + u dW.

For uz we have a similar calculation. Also u;(0) = uz(0) = v1(0) = v2(0) = 0. Thus uy and ug
satisfy the Navier—Stokes equations (3.1) in the analytically weak sense with f given in (3.8). From
Lemma 3.5 and (2.8) we find that u; and uy are different. By (3.8), continuity of 6 with respect to
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W and uniform integrability we know that W + f is continuous functional with respect to W from
C(]0,T]) to LLL?. The result follows. O

From (3.18) and It6’s formula we further obtain that the above solutions satisfy for any ¢ > 1

5 tATo tATo 2q
B s url / IVu(r)|2.dr | <E / 1) edr ) +1 < o
re 0 0

O,t/\To]

Remark 3.7. As in [ABC22, (1.24)], we obtain that f € LLLP for any p < 3. On the other
hand, by a similar argument as in the deterministic setting, we know that if f € LLL? then there
exists at most one solution in C7L3 to (4.1) starting from 0. The existence of such a solution is

guaranteed locally in time. For the equation of w, a similar argument as in the deterministic case
[LRO2, Chapter 27] yields uniqueness of solutions to (4.1) in CrL3 when f € LLL3.

3.2. Non-uniqueness in law. The aim of this section is to perform a probabilistic extension of the
local solutions to global ones and to establish Theorem 1.2. The extension procedure follows from
similar arguments as in [HZZ24]. Since this method can also be applied to more general settings, in
this section we start with the following general stochastic Navier—Stokes equations

du — Audt + div(u @ u)dt + Vpdt = G(u)dW + f(W)dt,

3.19
divu = 0. ( )

In the above, W is a Wiener process on a stochastic basis (Q, F, (F;)i>0, P), G(u)dW represents a
stochastic force acting on the fluid with G satisfying the assumptions in Section 2.2 and additionally
f(W) is a given random force where f is a continuous map from C(RT;U;) to L (R*;L?) and
FOV)(t) € o{W(s);s < t}. As mentioned in introduction, Leray—Hopf solutions to this system can
only be constructed in the probabilistically weak sense (c.f. [DPD03, FRO8]). Let us first recall
the precise definition of these solutions. To introduce the notation of the solutions we work on the

canonical space )y and the canonical process (z,y) introduced in Section 2.2.

Definition 3.8. Let s > 0 and x9 € L?, yo € Uy. A probability measure P € P(Qo) is a
probabilistically weak Leray—Hopf solution to the Navier—Stokes system (3.19) with the initial value
(z0,y0) at time s provided

(M1) P(z(t) = z0,y(t) = 10,0 <t <s) =1, for anyn € N
Pl e [T IGEIE, g <+oo} =1
0

(M2) Under P, y is a cylindrical (By)i>s- Wiener process on U starting from yo at time s and for
every ¢ € CX(R3) N L2, and fort > s

(alt) = (s),0) + [ Wiv(a(r) ©.2(r) — Aalr), v)dr = [ (0 Gladyr) + [ @, 7w )r
(M3) It holds for allt > s
EP |la(t)]|22+2E7 / Ve 2adr < [l2(s)|22+2E7 / (f () (), 2(r))dr+ BT / |G @) 20,0247,

and for any q € N there exists a positive real function t — Ct 4 such that for allt > s

t
E" ( sup, (71175 +/ |VI(T)”2L2d7'> < Crglllzoll 7zt + 1+ B f@)II7F5 ) < oc.

rel0,t
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For our purposes, we also require a definition of probabilistically weak solutions defined up to a
stopping time 7. To this end, we set

Qr ={w(-A7(W));w € Qo}.

Definition 3.9. Let s > 0 and 9 € L%, yo € Uy. Let 7 > s be a (By)i>s-stopping time. A
probability measure P € () is a probabilistically weak solution to the Navier—Stokes system
(3.19) on [s, 7] with the initial value (xo,yo) at time s provided

(M1) P(x(t) = zo,y(t) = 90,0 <t < s) =1 and for any n € N
nAT
Plam et [7TIGEODIE g < +oo) =1

(M2) Under P, (y(- A T),l)u is a continuous square integrable (Bi)i>s-martingale starting from
yo at time s with quadratic variation process given by (t AT — s)||l||% for 1 € U. For every i €
CXR3*N L2, and fort > s

o’

(x(tANT) —x(s),v) + / T<div(x(r) ® x(r)) — Az(r),)dr

= [ wstenae) + [ rwe.o
(M3) It holds for allt > s

tAT
EPlalt AT + 287 [ |Valadr

< lalo)lE + 287 [ ) aear+ B [ GG e pzyar

and for any q € N there exists a positive real function t — Ct 4 such that for allt > s

[0,tAT]

tAT
EP( sup II:v(T)IIi‘H/ IIVw(r)I%zdr>
re S

tAT 2q
< Cua(lool B+ ([ 15D ear) ™ +1) < e

First, we show that probabilistically weak solutions in the sense of Definition 3.8 exist and are
stable with respect to approximations of the initial time and the initial condition.

Theorem 3.10. For every (s,z,y0) € [0,00) x L2 x Uy, there exists P € P(Qy) which is a
probabilistically weak solution to the Navier—Stokes system (3.19) starting at time s from the initial
condition (xg,yo) in the sense of Definition 3.8. The set of all such probabilistically weak solutions
with the same implicit constant Cy 4 in Definition 3.8 is denoted by # (s, x0, Yo, Ct,q)-

Let (S, Tn,Yn) — (8,20,90) in [0,00) x L2 x Uy as n — oo and let P, € W (Sn,Tn, Yn, Crq)-
Then there exists a subsequence ny such that the sequence (Py, )ken converges weakly to some P €

W(Sv 2o, Yo, Ct,q)~

Proof. The proof follows the lines of the proof of [HZZ24, Theorem 5.1]. The main difference is the
function space for tightness since we are now on the whole space R? instead of the torus T3. In this
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case we can use [MR05, Lemma 2.7] to deduce that the family of probability measures P,, n € N,
is tight on

(CR*; G2 0 (LR HY), w) 0 L (RY5 L20) ) xC(RY; Uy),

where (L (RT;H'),w) denotes the weak topology on L (RT;H'). The convergence of f(y)
follows from continuity of y + f(y) from C(R*,Uy) — L(0,T; L?) for every T > 0. O

As the next step, we shall extend probabilistically weak solutions defined up a (B:):>o0-stopping
time 7 to the whole interval [0,00). We denote by B, the o-field associated with 7.

We recall the following result from [HZZ24, Proposition 5.2, Proposition 5.3].
Proposition 3.11. Let 7 be a bounded (B:)i>o-stopping time. Then for every w € € there exists
Qu € Z(Q0) such that for w € {z(r) € L2}
Qu (W' € Q; (z,9)(t,w') = (z,y)(t,w) for 0 <t < 7(w)) =1, (3.20)
and
QW(A) = RT(w)_’z(T(w)_’w)_’y(T(w)_’w)(A) fO’l“ all A € BT(M). (3.21)

where R () o(r(w)w)u(r(w)w) € P (Qo) is a probabilistically weak solution to the Navier-Stokes
system (3.19) starting at time 7(w) from the initial condition (z(7(w),w),y(T(w),w)). Furthermore,
for every B € B the mapping w — Q. (B) is Br-measurable.

Proposition 3.12. Let mg € L2. Let P be a probabilistically weak solution to the Navier—Stokes
system (3.19) on [0, 7] starting at the time O from the initial condition (xo,0). In addition to the
assumptions of Proposition 3.11, suppose that there exists a Borel set N' C Q. such that P(N) =0
and for every w € N¢ it holds

Q. (w' €No;7(W) = T(w)) =1. (3.22)
Then the probability measure P @, R € P(Qy) defined by

P&, R(: /Qw

satisfies P @, R = P on o{ax(t AN7),y(t A T),t > 0} and is a probabilistically weak solution to the
Navier—Stokes system (3.19) on [0, 00) with initial condition (xg,0).

Proof. The proof follows the lines of [HZZ24, Proposition 5.3]. The main difference is that we have
to verify (M3) holds for P ®, R. We have

t
BN (a0l +2 [ Ve 0)]ar)

tAT
= EP®*R(||:E(1€ /\T)||%2 + 2/ ||Vx(r)|\%zdr)
0
t

+ B (o) 22 ot A IR+ 2 [

tAT

|Va(r)|3zdr).

For the first term on the right hand side, we have

tAT
BPeR (|lx(t A ) 32 +2/0 V()3

tAT tAT
< e (0)]2. + 2E7 / (F(y).a)dr + B / |G () 20,0247
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For the second term we note that under @,

B (Ja(®lt= - ot A r@)I3 +2 [

tAT(w)

t

|Va(r)2dr)

t

< 2B / (f(y), @)dr + B9 / IG @Dz,

AT (w) AT (w)

Integrating with respect to P and using (3.22), we deduce

t
B (o) 2 ~ lla(e AR +2 [

tAT

IVa(r)[}2dr)
t

t
<287 [ (g e+ B [ G0,
AT

tAT
Hence, the first inequality in (M3) holds for P ®, R and the second one is similar. (]

From now on, we restrict ourselves to the setting of a linear multiplicative noise as in Section 3.1.
In particular, the driving Wiener process is real-valued and consequently U = U; = R. Furthermore,
we choose [ as defined in (3.8). By definition, it belongs to L{ (R*;L?) and in Theorem 3.6 we
only used its restriction to [0, Tp]. In addition, f is a continuous functional of the driving Brownian
motion W, namely, W ~ f(W) is a continuous map from C(R*;U;) to L (R*;L?) satisfying

loc

fy)(t) € BY(y) for y € C(RT;U;) and every t > 0, where BY(y) = o{y(s), s < t}. Furthermore, we
have for every t > 0 and ¢ > 1

E|f]7,. < co. (3.23)

Indeed, since h(t)~! = eV ()=t/2 is an exponential martingale, we have for any p > 1

—1\P <
E(srél[%ﬁ] h(s)~")" S 1.

Hence, we consider ¢g(0(t)). By definition of g, we could write
9(0(t)) = 91(6(t)) + h(t)g2(0(¢)),

for some g1 = t3/2 Hq( \[) and g = t31/2 HQ(%) with H;, Hy smooth functions with compact support.
By change of variables we have

[ los@nas < [ o as

Since
t) = /t V=524 > min e, gV /21,
we have
/ lg1(0 Ides</0t 3/4d5521[%’§](6 W+,

Hence, we have for any p > 1

/Hgl ||L2d8> SL
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Similarly, we have

E( / (s) ga0(6) o) S 1

Hence, (3.23) holds.
Next, we shall introduce the stopping time as in Section 3.1, i.e. we define

t
0(t) ::/ eI =524, 1 >0,
0

which is also positive for ¢ > 0, strictly increasing and continuous for every y. Hence we also have
the inverse of @ denoted as #~!. For n € N, R > 1 we define

_ 1 . 1
=n O -1 - : -1 . - To
7" (w) := inf {t>0,|6‘ (t,w)| >R n}/\mf {t>0,|y(6‘ (t),w)||qZ >R n}/\e )

with 79 being the deterministic constant given in the proof of Lemma 3.5. Set

T :=0"1to7.
Then the sequence {T"},cn is nondecreasing and we define
T:= lim T" (3.24)
n—oo

Without additional regularity of the process y, it holds true that 7" (w) = 0. By [HZZ24, Lemma 3.5]
and Lemma 3.3 we obtain that 7" is (B1)i>0-stopping time and consequently also Tis a (Bt)e=0-
stopping time as an increasing limit of stopping times.

Now, we fix a real-valued Wiener process W defined on a probability space (2, F,P) and we
denote by (Fi)i>o0 its normal filtration. On this stochastic basis, we apply Theorem 3.6 and denote
by u; and uy the corresponding solution to the Navier—Stokes system (3.1) on [0, Tp], where the
stopping time T is defined in the proof of Theorem 3.6. We recall that u;,7 = 1,2, is adapted with
respect to (Fy)i>0. We denote by P; the law of (u;, W) and obtain the following result by similar
arguments as in the proof of [HZZ24, Proposition 5.4].

Proposition 3.13. The probability measure P;,i = 1,2, is a probabilistically weak solution to the
Navier—Stokes system (3.1) on [0,T] in the sense of Definition 3.9, where T was defined in (3.24).

Proposition 3.14. The probability measure P; @+ R,i = 1,2, is a probabilistically weak solution to
the Navier—Stokes system (3.1) on [0,00) in the sense of Definition 3.8.

Proof. The proof follows from similar argument as in [HZZ24, Proposition 3.8]. In light of Propo-
sition 3.11 and Proposition 3.12, it only remains to establish (3.22). We know that

P (w:y(@ (- AT(w))) € lox (RR)) = 1.

loc

This means that there exists a P;,-measurable set " C Q7 such that P;(N) = 0 and for w € N°©
- - 1
y(0~ (- AT(w))) € CE(RY;R). (3.25)

Similar as in [HZZ24, Proposition 3.8] for all w € NN {z(r) € L2}
_ 1
Qu (w’ € Qo;y(0 Y € C'lf)C(R+;R)) =1.
As a consequence, for all w € N°N{z(r) € L2} there exists a measurable set N, such that

Qu(N,) = 0 and for all w’ € N¢ the trajectory ¢ — y(6~1)(t,w’) belongs to lox; (R*T;R). Therefore,

loc
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( ) and 6=t € CL . (RT;R) for all w’' € Q we obtain that T(w') = T(w') for all ' € N& where
=01
%(w' —inf {t >0,(f" R}/\mf{ 0, [[y(@ ") e = R}/\e”’.
This implies that for ¢ > 0
{w’ e N, T(W) < t} = {w' € N&,F(w') <0(t)}
= {w’ e NS, sup  |67M(s)| = R}

s€Q,s<0(t)

U{wew7 wp mew@w4mww@m>R}

s1752€QN[0,0(¢)] |s1 — 52|i

U{w' e N, e <a(1)}
:{deNc s M&)y@N>R}

s1#s2,€0n[0,4] |0(s1) — O(s2)|2 i

J{w e NSt = R} J{w' € NS e™ < (1)}

= Nuc) NA;.
(3.26)
Finally, we deduce that for all w € NN {x(r) € L2} with Pi(2(r) € L2) =
Qu(w € BT(W) =TW)) = Qu(w' € NG T(W') = T(w)) (3.27)

=Qu(w € N&w'(s) =w(s),0 < s < T(w), T(w) =T(w)) =1,
where we used (3.20) and the fact that (3.26) implies
{w' e NG T(W) =T(w)} = NS N (Apu)\(UnliAgy—1)) € NS N B,
and @, (AT(W)\(U;’;’:lAT(w)_%)) = 1. This verifies the condition (3.22) in Proposition 3.12 and as

a consequence P; ®,, R is a probabilistically weak solution to the Navier—Stokes system (4.1) on
[0,00) in the sense of Definition 3.8. O

Theorem 3.15. There exists a force f, which is a measurable functional of the driving Brownian
motion W such that there exist two distinct probabilitically weak Leray—Hopf solutions P1 and Py
to the Navier-Stokes system (3.1) and f € L} (RT;L?) P;-a.s.

Proof. Define P; = P, ®¢ R, i = 1,2 for P; ®¢ R in Proposition 3.14. Using Theorem 3.6 the laws
of these two probabilistically weak solutions are distinct. Indeed, before T' we see that the rates
with which the two solutions converge to zero are different which implies law of two solutions are
different. In fact, we have

P g R (:v(t) _ 6y(t)t/2U( : ), < T) .
o(t) o(t)

P, ®; R <:1:(t) = ey<t)t/2U< : ) t < T) = 0.
0 0

As a consequence joint non-uniqueness in law, i.e. non-uniqueness of probabilistically weak solutions,
holds for the Navier—Stokes system (3.1). O
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4. DETERMINISTIC FORCE IN A DENSE SET

The aim of this section is to prove that for any given f in a suitable function space the following
deterministic forced Navier-Stokes equations on [0, 1] x R3
ou=Au+f+f—u-Vu+Vp, divu=0, (4.1)
u(0) = 0,
admits two Leray-Hopf solutions, where f is the force from Section 2. Note that it is enough to
construct these solutions on some time interval [0, Tp], Ty > 0, as these can be always extended to
[0,1] by a Leray—Hopf solution obtained by the usual argument. As a matter of fact, the solutions
obtained in [ABC22] are even suitable Leray—Hopf solutions, that is, they additionally satisfy a local
energy inequality (see (4.3) below). Based on the discussion in [LR02, Chapter 30] suitable Leray—
Hopf solutions exist for every initial condition in L2?. Accordingly, the solutions & la [ABC22] can
be extended to [0, 1] by suitable Leray—Hopf solutions and the resulting solutions remain suitable
Leray—Hopf.
Next, we recall the notion of Leray—Hopf solution in this setting.
Definition 4.1. Let ug € L? be a divergence-free vector field, and f + f € L'(0,1;L?). A Leray—
Hopf solution to the Navier—Stokes system (4.1) on [0,1] x R® with initial data ug and force f + f
is a divergence-free vector field u € L>(0,1; L?) N L*(0,1; H') N Cy([0,1]; L?) such that u(0) = ug
and for all t € [0,1] and all divergence-free 1 € C°(R?)

(ult), ) — (u(0), ) = / (u, Aydr — / (u- Vi, )dr + / (f + Fr)dr,

and the following energy inequality holds true for all t € (0,1]

t t
lu(t)22 +2 / 1u]2ads < (02 +2 / (f + Frupds, (4.2)
0 0

We say that the solution is suitable provided it satisfies the local energy inequality
1 1 _
@ = Ayl + [9uf s+ div | (1 +p) o] <74 - (43)
in the sense of distributions on (0,1) x R3, where p € L*((0,1) x R3) is the associated pressure.

As the first step, we solve the following equation
Ou=Au+ f—Pla-Vu+u-Vi+u- Vul, (4.4)
u(0) =0,

where u(t,z) = %U(Q with the notation of Section 2. For an integer N > 5/2 and ¢ > 0, define a

Banach space
Y = {f € C((0, 1)7HN)7 [ flly < oo},
with
al 3 k
[ flly = sup Y 5 7*=F2 | VF ()] 2,
tel0,1] .=,
where a is introduced in (2.6). It is easy to see that C°((0,1) x R®) C Y c L'(0,1; L?).
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Proposition 4.2. Assume that N > 5/2 is an integer and consider f € Y. Then there exist T € R
and u € C([0,e”]; L?) N L?(0,e™; H') a solution to (4.4) satisfying for any p € [2,00) and k < N,
keN,tel0,el]

42| VRu(t) || <tz

Proof. If we consider (4.4) directly and try to use fixed point argument we will see a problem coming
from @. Instead, we perform the following transform as in (2.2)

) — Viut,z), fltz) = #F (logt, %) .

x
Vi
Then it follows that U satisfies the following equations
0,.U =L, ,U+P(F—-U-VU),
U(—o0) =0,

Ulr,&)=U (log t,

(4.5)

where L¢s was defined in (2.4). This problem can be solved by a fix point argument. By Duhamel
formula, we have

U(T):/_T T P[F — (U - VU)]ds

and we define the norm
U x, = sup e T U(7)|| .
T

with some € > 0, a given in (2.6) and 7' € R. In view of Lemma 2.2 we have for re R, 0 < d <¢

T (t—s)(a+9) ,2s(a+e)
T—S)la s(a € €
0w 5 [ (s P 4 e U s

S TP x, + TP U
Then we apply a fixed point argument in a small ball in X7 by choosing T very negative and obtain
1Ullxr S I1F |-
Now, we find a suitable solution U for (4.5) provided || F||x, < oco. Define
1 T
u(t,z) = —=U [ logt, —
021 = 750 (st 77)

and it is easy to see that u is a solution to (4.4). Since f € Y, we have ||F||x, < oco. In fact, we
have
F(r,§) = t"2f(t,x) = ¥ f(eT,£e7/?),
and
VkF(T, 5) _ 637/2ekr/2ka(e~r7§€7/2).
The last claim is obtained by change of variables. The proof is complete. O

Proposition 4.2 and [ABC22, Theorem 1.3] imply that u + @ is a Leray—Hopf solution to the
forced Navier—Stokes equations (4.1).

As the next step, we construct another Leray—Hopf solution. First, we consider U({,7) =
Vtu(t, ) and observe that by the proof of Proposition 4.2 it holds that

Ul S 7, € (=00, T, (4.6)
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Next, we make the following ansatz for the second Leray—Hopf solution:
U=U+U+U"4Ure,
where U™ is defined in (2.7). Consequently, UP¢" shall satisfy
OrUP — Ly U 4+ B((U +U™) - VU 4 U - V(U + U7
+U-vU Uyl vU 4 Ulin . vulin 4 grer . VUW) =0. (4.7)
The latter problem can be solved by a similar argument as in [ABC22, Proposition 4.5] as follows.

Proposition 4.3. Assume N > 5/2 is an integer. Then there exist T € R, 0 < g9 < a and
Urer € C((—o0, T); HY) a solution to (4.7) such that

0P (7)|| g~ < el@Fe0T 7 LT
Proof. We apply a fixed point argument in Banach space
X :={U € C((—o0,T); HY) : ||U|| x < o0},

with the norm

Ul x = sup e =7 U(7) | g,
T<T

with g9 > § in order to guarantee convergence of a time integral in (4.8) below. By the proof of
[ABC22, Proposition 4.5], we know that

H /T e(r—s)LSSP(Ulm Lyyrer 4 yrer . yylin 4 lin . yylin 4 e VUper)dSHX
< e;(zaquo)HUpeT"g( 4 TPy 4 €T,
Hence, it is sufficient to estimate the following terms
/ ' TP (U VU £ U VU 4 U VU 4+ U VU ) ds.
Using (4.6) and Lemma 2.2 it holds for 0 < § < g

H / =L p(U . VUP 4 UPeT VU)dsHHN
- (4.8)
<

~

”Uper”XdS S er(2a+so+5) ”Uper”X'

T 6(775)(a+5)+s(2a+50+5)
Using (2.8), Lemma 2.2 and (4.6) we derive

— 00

H / = Les (U . YUY 4 Ul . VU )ds
o HN

T 7—5)(a+95) ,s(2a+
§ / NN te) )
~ (1 —s)1/2 ~

— 0o

Combining the above estimates we choose T very negative to apply fix point argument in a small
ball in X to construct a solution for (4.7) (see [ABC22, Proposition 4.5] for more details). O
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By (2.8) and Proposition 4.3 we find that U'" 4 UP" = 0 as the convergence rate to —oo is
different. Then a(t,z) = %U (1,€) gives the second Leray solution to (4.1) as the regularity of @ is
the same as in [ABC22].

As noted above, the solutions 4 and u + @ can be extended to Leray—Hopf solutions on [0, 1].
Hence, we deduce the following results.

Theorem 4.4. Let f be the force obtained in [ABC22, Theorem 1.3] and let f € Y be arbitrary.
There exist two distinct suitable Leray—Hopf solutions  and u + u to the Navier—Stokes equations
on [0,1] x R® with body force f + f and initial data ug = 0.

Corollary 4.5. For any ¢ > 0 there exist h with ||h||11(0,1y,02) < €, and two distinct suitable

Leray—Hopf solutions i1 and iz to the Navier-Stokes equations on [0,1] x R® with body force h and
iitial data ug = 0.

Proof. For any € > 0 there is f. € Y obtained by convolution with a mollifier and a suitable cut-off
near ¢ = 0 such that

I1f- + flloroasz) <e
Choosing h = f. + f, the result follows from Theorem 4.4. O
Corollary 4.6. For any f € L*(0,1;L?) and € > 0 there exist g € L*(0,1; L?) with

lg — fllzr01;L2) <&,

and two distinct suitable Leray—Hopf solutions iy and Gy to the Navier—Stokes equations on [0, 1] x R?
with body force g and initial data ug = 0.

Proof. For any € > 0 we could find g. € Y by convolution with a mollifier and a suitable cut-off
near ¢ = 0 such that

llge = fllzr(o,1502) < €/2.

Choosing g = fs/g—i—f—i—gg, the result is a consequence of Theorem 4.4 and the fact that f. 2 +g. € Y,
where [,/ was defined in the proof of Corollary 4.5. O

5. GENERAL INITIAL CONDITIONS

In this final section, we show a simple extension of the main result of [ABC22] to general initial
conditions in L? based on an approximate controllability argument from [F1a97]. More precisely, we
prove the following.

Theorem 5.1. Let ug € L2. There exists a body force f = fu, so that the deterministic forced
Navier—Stokes equations on [0, 1] x R3 admit two distinct Leray—Hopf solutions with initial condition
uQ-

Proof. The idea is as follows. First, we show that there is a force f, a time 27* > 0 and a Leray—
Hopf solution @ to the deterministic forced Navier—Stokes equations with this force on the time
interval [0, 27*] such that @(27*) = 0. Second, taking the final value as the initial condition on the
next time interval, we employ the technique of [ABC22] on [2T*,2T* + T to obtain two different
Leray—Hopf solutions on [0,27™* + T'] starting from the initial condition ug.

In the first step, we start with an arbitrary Leray—Hopf solution u to the Navier—Stokes equations
with zero force and the initial condition ug. We can modify the solution @, while keeping the same
notation @, so that there is a time for which the solution belongs to H?2. Indeed, there is a time
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Ty > 0 such that 4(T;) € H'. We start a(T;) for a new unique local strong solutions so that on
some interval [T, T*] the solution @ € C([T1,T*]; H') N L*(Ty,T*; H?). In other words, making T*
smaller if necessary, we may assume without loss of generality that a(7*) € H?.

Next, we intend to find a force f so that @ extends to a solution of the forced Navier—Stokes
equations on [0, 27], so that @(27™*) = 0. We simply define by linear interpolation

2T* —t _
—U

u(t) :== T

(T*),  te|T* 2T
Clearly, @ € C([T*,2T*]; H?) and since

IP(@- Va)|re S llallzesllall g S @l g2ll@] g
we deduce

f =0y — Au+P(a-Va) € C(T*,2T*]; L?).
Letting f = 0 on [0, T*], we therefore found a solution @ to the forced Navier-Stokes equations
with force f on [0,27*] which satisfies the energy inequality on [0, T3], belongs to C([T1,2T*]; H*)N
L?(Ty,2T*; H?) and has the terminal value @(27*) = 0. The regularity of strong solution particu-
larly implies that the energy inequality holds true on the full time interval [0, 27™].

Finally, the construction from [ABC22] permits to find a force and to extend the solution in a
non-unique manner to some interval [27*,27* +T]. Further extension to [0, 1] by usual Leray—Hopf
solutions is immediate. The proof is complete. 0
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