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REGULARIZATION BY ROUGH KRAICHNAN NOISE FOR THE GENERALISED
SQG EQUATIONS

MARCO BAGNARA, LUCIO GALEATI, AND MARIO MAURELLI

ABSTRACT. We consider the generalised Surface Quasi-Geostrophic (gSQG) equations in R? with param-
eter B € (0,1), an active scalar model interpolating between SQG (8 = 1) and the 2D Euler equations
(8 = 0) in vorticity form. Existence of weak (L' N LP)-valued solutions in the deterministic setting is
known, but their uniqueness is open. We show that the addition of a rough Stratonovich transport noise
of Kraichnan type regularizes the PDE, providing strong existence and pathwise uniqueness of solutions
for initial data 89 € L' N LP, for suitable values p € [2,00] related to the regularity degree a of the
noise and the singularity degree 8 of the velocity field; in particular, we can cover any 8 € (0,1) for
suitable o and p and we can reach a suitable (“critical”) threshold. The result also holds in the presence
of external forcing f € L% (L' N LP) and solutions are shown to depend continuously on the data of the
problem; furthermore, they are well approximated by vanishing viscosity and regular approximations.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Preliminaries and main result. Consider the generalised Surface Quasi-Geostrophic equations
(gSQG for short), a family of 2D active scalar PDEs on R? indexed by a parameter 3 € (0,2), of the
form

80 +u -V = f,
u=—V+ItA—2+8g.

(1.1)

where A = (—A)Y/2 = |V|. The gSQG equations were introduced in [19, 20], as a family of PDEs
interpolating between the 2D Euler in vorticity form, corresponding to 8 = 0, and SQG, corresponding
to B = 1. Recalling the Riesz kernel representation of A=2T#, we may express the velocity u in function
of 6 by the nonlocal relation
1r—248 at

so that (1.1) can be regarded as a closed equation in the variable 6. To this day, we lack a satisfactory
solution theory for (1.1); let us shortly mention some key results in different regularity classes (see Section
1.3 for more details):

i) For sufficiently regular 6, local existence of regular solutions holds [19]; however, instantaneous
norm inflation may happen in positive regularity classes H* or C? [58, 27, 21], to the point where
even non-existence results can be established.

ii) For L' N LP-valued 6y, thanks to the transport structure of the PDE and the divergence-free
property of u, global existence of LP-valued solutions can be established by classical compactness
arguments, for instance for p > 2, cf. [68, 19, 71]. Their uniqueness is an open problem.

iii) Convex integrations schemes yield non-uniqueness of very weak solutions 6 in negative Holder
spaces, cf. [67, Section 3.3].
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In particular, the situation for 8 > 0 is drastically different from the Euler case, where we have well-
posedness for 0y € L' NL> and propagation of higher regularity thanks to the classical results of Wolibner
and Yudovich.

Motivated by the theoretical study of turbulent fluids, we would like to understand whether the
introduction of a transport noise term may affect the resulting solution theory for gSQG. In particular,
we introduce the SPDE

40+ (K % 0) - VOt + odW - VO = [ dt. (1.3)

Here W = W (¢, x) is a divergence-free Gaussian velocity field, corresponding to the Kraichnan model of
turbulence [61, 62], with covariance function (formally) given by

n|?

EW(t,2) @ W(s,9)] = (tA5) Q(z —y),  Qn) ~ (L+ |n|*) " ([ _ m> :

in particular, W is Brownian in time, coloured but rough in space (more precisely, W is (a — ¢)-Holder
continuous in space for any £ > 0); odW in (1.3) denotes Stratonovich integration, which is the correct
physical choice in viw of the Wong—Zakai principle.

From the Lagrangian viewpoint, W is an external turbulent fluid in which all the particles are im-
mersed; although its introduction is somewhat artificial, the theoretical interest in SPDEs of fluid dy-
namics in the style of (1.3) comes from the idea that W is just a proxy for the small, turbulent scales
of the velocity w itself, in a regime of fully developed turbulence. In particular, such an exhogeneous
noise is expected reproduce and highlight features of intrinsically stochastic turbulent solutions 6 to the
original PDE (1.1). The latter might generically display self-stabilizing and self-regularizing properties,
thanks to anomalous dissipation of kinetic energy happening at small scales. In this sense, another main
reason for studing (1.3) comes from the investigation of regularization by noise phenomena in fluids [33]
and their connection to turbulence.

With this goal in mind, it is convenient to consider an additional forcing term f on the r.h.s. (1.3).
Indeed, already in the Euler case 8 = 0, it was recently shown by Vishik (see [79, 80] and the monograph
[3]) that a carefully chosen forcing f, acting as an unstable background, may produce non-uniqueness
of LP-valued solutions. Here, we would like to understand whether a sufficiently turbulent background
noise is additionally able to prevent this kind of non-uniqueness scenario.

Our results, building on the techniques first developed by one of the authors in [23] for the 2D Euler
equations, answer positively to the above questions. Here is a statement summarizing our main findings.

Theorem 1.1. Let o, B and p be parameters satisfying

B 1 o) 1
I<=<a<=, =—4+a<<l—-, pe|2,00). 14
<2< <2’ 2 P [ ) (14)

Then, for any 0y € L* N LP and any f € Li ([0,+00); L N LP), there exists a global probabilistically

loc

strong, analytically weak solution 0 to (1.3), with the property that
0 € L>®(Q; L>°([0,T;; L' N LP)) VT < oo. (1.5)

Furthermore, pathwise uniqueness and uniqueness in law holds in the class of solutions 6 satisfying (1.5).

Moreover, solutions depend continuously on the data of the problem: if (07, f™) is a sequence of
data such that 0f — 6o in L' N LP, {f"}, is bounded in Li ([0,+00); L' N LP) and f* — f in
Llloc([O, +00); HB/Q_l), then the corresponding solutions 0™ converge in probability to 8. More precisely,
for any T < oo, any m € N and any § € (0,1/2) it holds

lim E| sup [0} —0:|%_s5| =0. (1.6)

n—=0o0  Liglo,T]

Remark 1.2. The convergence statement also holds if f™ — f in L}, ([0, +00); L'NL?), by the embedding
L'NL? < HP/?71 (see Lemma A.2).

Remark 1.3. Let us emphasize some aspects of Theorem 1.1:
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e Our result covers the whole range 5 € (0,1). Indeed, for such §, upon choosing o = 3/2 4 § with
0 > 0 small enough, we deduce strong well-posedness of the SPDE for § € LP as soon as

p=2 p> ﬁ;
for any 8 € (0,1), we can always find p € [2,00) large enough such that the above holds. For
instance, for such choice of a, we deduce well-posedness for 6 € L' N L? as soon as 3 < 1/2.

e Formally taking 8 = 0, our condition (1.4) recovers the main constraint o < 1 — 1/p from [23].
However, differently from there, we can allow the somewhat critical equality o+ /2 =1—1/p;
this is achieved by more refined arguments, based on a clever decomposition of our solutions,
weak-strong uniqueness techniques and Yamada-Watanabe arguments.

e So far we are unable to treat the SQG case 8 = 1. Indeed, even replacing all < with < in (4.1),
in order for it to be satisfied we would be forced to take o = 1/2 and p = co. This is currently
beyond our methods and an interesting problem for the future.

e As a consequence of well-posedness, we can deduce that solutions of (1.3) are the unique limit of
vanishing viscosity (Proposition 4.6) and smoothing approximations (Proposition 4.8).

While preparing this paper, the work [59] appeared on arXiv. In particular, [59, Theorem 1.4] estab-
lishes uniqueness by rough incompressible Kraichnan noise for gSQG, for certain values of the parameters
« and f; existence by noise in certain LP spaces for p < 2 is also shown. However, their uniqueness
result does not cover every 8 € (0,1) nor the full range (1.4) (for example, in our notation, they need to
assume 3 < 2/3 and, for p = 2, they need 8 < 1/3); moreover, here we can deal with the “critical” case

a+p/2=1-1/p.

1.2. Main ideas of the proof. For simplicity, we focus here on the case with zero forcing, f = 0. Firstly
we describe the properties of the solutions and of the noise that we are going to use, then we sketch the
main computations and arguments to deal with both the subcritical and critical case.
We recall the existence of two important formal invariants for (1.1): since V - u = 0, we have the
Casimir invariants
% ©(0:(x))dz =0 (1.7)
R2
for all sufficiently nice ¢ : R — R, implying in particular formal preservation of all LP norms. This
property (formally) transfers to the SPDE (1.3), thanks to the noise being Stratonovich and divergence
free.
The second invariant, only valid in the deterministic case, is the energy or Hamiltonian:

1d,

55”915”}'[7144%/2 = 0. (18)

To get (1.8), one can use (1.1) and integration by parts as follows:

1d,

3 g0t rsr2 = (00, A72470) = —(u- VA~>*70,6)

= (VEAT2P9. VA=2HP9 0) = 0.

Defining the gSQG nonlinearity N () = V - ((Kp * 0)0), notice that the above computation reveals the
general cancellation property

((Kg#0)-V1,0) o2 s = (Kp % 0) - Vb, A2P9) = 0, (1.9)

valid for all sufficiently regular # and 1 such that the above pairings are well defined.

In light of (1.7), fairly standard a priori estimates and compactness/tightness arguments yield weak
existence of solutions § € LY LXLP, such that ||0;||» < ||0o||z» for all ¢ > 0. Therefore let us only
focus here on the most important part of Theorem 1.1, namely uniqueness. This is where we expect the
non-trivial structure of the noise W to play an important role.

A celebrated and striking property of the Kraichnan noise is the intrinsic stochasticity of the underlying
Lagrangian particles X[, see e.g. [9, 65]: particles starting at the same position z split with positive
probability, at any ¢ > 0, and their evolution is correctlt described by kernels of probability measures. At
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the Eulerian level, this translates into anomalous dissipation of ¢ — ||0¢]| L2, which decreases over time.
Unfortunately, the last property is only known to hold for linear transport equations, and so far has not
been successfully transferred to the nonlinear setting. A fundamental intuition of the work [23] (see also
[28, 41]) is that the presence of transport noise strongly affects the evolution of negative Sobolev norms
H~* of solutions: if £ is an LP-valued It0 process satisfying

dgt + ht dt + Oth . Vft = 0, (110)

then for a large class of random processes h one can show that the H~5-norm of ¢ satisfies the inequality

d
UGG -] < —KE[IO17 - sa-a] + 2B[(&, he) o] + CE[IE N, -] (1.11)

for suitable constants K,C > 0, as long as s > 1 — a. Heuristically, on average the noise W gives rise
to a coercive term || - ||§<{75 +1-«, corresponding to an increase in regularity of a factor 1 — o compared

to the initial norm | - ||% _. in consideration. We see that, as o gets smaller, while W becomes spatially

rougher, the energy balance gets better. For a rigorous formalization of (1.11), we refer to Theorem 4.4,
which is taken from [41].

Armed with (1.11), we can present a bit loosely the regularity counting yielding condition (4.1). To
this end, given two solutions §?, denoting by u’ the corresponding velocity fields, we set & = 01 — 6?; it

solves
dé +ut - VEAt + (K * €) - VO*dt +odW - VE=0 (1.12)

which is exactly of the form (1.10). In order to handle the nonlinear term in estimates of the form (1.11),
it is convenient to try to produce the best possible cancellations; in view of (1.9), we pick s =1 — §/2,
which requires the constraint 3/2 < «. In this way, the term Kz * ¢ - V6?2 gives no contribution and from
(1.11) (upon computing the (-,-) ;75/2—1-pairing and doing integration by parts) we arrive at

d
e G 2] = =K EIE] s 2-0] + Bl (u' VAPZ2E, )]+ CE[lIEl 521 )- (1.13)

In order to close the estimate by a Gronwall-type argument, using duality pairings, we expect uniqueness
to be within reach as soon as we establish a (deterministic) functional inequality of the form

lui - VA2 E | granse S 1000 Lo €l rare—a S 1660 Lo 1€ ] o2 (1.14)

possibly with a small multiplicative constant in front, so that the above right-hand side is absorbed into
(1.13). Inequality (1.14) provides another natural constrain on the parameters «, 8. Indeed, in order to
have u! - VAP=2¢ € HPA/2=2 it is natural to require VAP~2¢ € HP/2~o, for ¢ € HP/2=* in view of the
smoothing properties of A, in general this requires H'=2=5/2 ¢ Fo=B/2 and thus (combined with our
previous constraint)

B

—<a< -,

2 "5 3
Next, we can do a quick regularity counting: if 0* € L?, then u' = V+A#~20" belongs to the homogeneous
Bessel space L'=#7 (i.e. A'=Pul € LP); similarly, if ¢ € HA/27 then VAP~2¢ € H'=*=5/2, The desired
estimate (1.14) can then be deduced by a combination of the fractional Leibniz rule and functional
embeddings, resulting in our Lemma 4.3 on products in fractional Bessel spaces, provided that

I3 1
at+—-—=1—-. 1.15
* 2 P ( )

Constraint (1.15) is somewhat critical, in the sense that a direct application of Lemma 4.3 does not allow
us to produce a small constant in (1.14). The situation would be different in the case of strict inequality
(which we could regard as a subcritical regime) in (1.15), in which case one can gain a “J of space” in
regularity estimates by means of

g - VAP 26| oo S 10012 ]| sro/2-a-s5 (1.16)
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in this case, by interpolation estimates, the r.h.s. can always be controlled by a small multiple of
[€01%,5,>—» at the price of producing an additional term C||¢]|%, , ,, with C possibly very large. The
latter term is however harmless, as it can always be controlled by Gronwall’s lemma.

Our main intuition in order to reach equality (1.15) is to combine the nice estimates available in
the subcritical regime, with the incompressible transport nature of the SPDE. In particular, given any
6o € LP, we can always decompose it as 0y = 05 + 607, where 65 can be made arbitrarily small in L?,
while 65 enjoys higher integrability, in the sense that 65 € LP N L*°. Correspondingly, if we think of the
SPDE (1.3) as being “linear in 6 for fixed u”, the solution # should decompose as 6 = < + 0, where 5

respectively solve
A0S +u-VOS dt +odW - VOIS =0, 05|,—¢ =65

As u and W are divergence free, we then expect both the smallness property of §; in LP and the
higher integrability of 65 to be propagated at positive times, and thus transfer to the decomposition
6 = 0< + 6~ of our solution. We can now combine both estimates (1.14) and (1.16), applied respectively
to terms associated to 6~ and <, to produce the desired small constant in front of (1.14), for any choice
of initial data 0y € LP.

Rigorously, the construction of a solution 6 satisfying the aforementioned decomposition is a bit more
technical, requiring to argue via a priori estimates and compactness arguments; once we have 6, any
other weak LP-valued solution 6 can be compared to 6, by employing a PDE weak-strong uniqueness type
argument and a Yamada-Watanabe type coupling. Overall, this allows to conclude that any other weak
solution must coincide with 6, and so that pathwise uniqueness and uniqueness in law hold.

1.3. Review of existing literature. We discuss here more in detail several results in the literature
related to our (S)PDE of interest. To simplify the exposition, we divide them in different thematic
blocks.

SQG equations. The rigorous mathematical study of the SQG equations was initiated in [24], which
established local existence of smooth solutions and a blow-up criterion. Global existence of weak LP-
valued solutions was established in [73] for 8y € L? and then extended in [68] to 6y € LP with p > 4/3;
uniqueness of such solutions remains an open problem.

After these works, there have been several attempts at understanding whether loss of regularity and
blow-up of strong norms might hold. Examples of self-similar solutions with infinite energy blowing up in
finite time were provided in [16]; instead specific examples of global smooth solutions were constructed in
[17], with a rigorous computer-assisted proof. The construction from [51] provides initial data 6y such that
either finite time blow-up or exponential growth of strong norms must happen. More recently, the work
[26] provides initial data 6 for which strong norm inflation in C*-spaces (as well in H*, for s € (3/2,2))
takes place, resulting also in non-existence of solutions 6 € C([0, §]; C*) for any § > 0; similar results were
provided in [58], in the setting of the critical scales H2 N W1, In a different direction, the existence of
invariant measures for SQG supported on H? N W4 has been shown in [39].

Convex integration schemes have been successfully applied to SQG to deduce non-uniqueness of very
weak solutions in [13]; these solutions belong to C?C7~1, for v € (1/2,4/5). It is important to mention
here that the SQG (as well as gSQG and Euler) equations belong to a class of active scalar equations with
odd Fourier multiplier, which is especially hard to tackle by convex integration schemes, and for which
the h-principle is not expected to hold, see the discussions in [78, 56]. For this reason, the scheme is not
implemented at the level of 8, and does not produce LP-valued solutions; rather in [13] the SQG system is
rewritten in its momentum form and applied to the potential velocity v implicitly defined by § = —V+-v.
After [13], alternative constructions have been presented in [54] and in the presence of forcing in [14];
the last reference yields non-uniqueness for § € C;C?~! in the presence of a forcing f € C;C?~!, for any
v € (0,1).

Generalised SQG equations. The inviscid gSQG equations belong to a general class of active scalar
models first introduced in [20]; local well-posedness of smooth solutions and global existence of weak L?
solutions were established in [19]. The latter result has been extended to bounded domains in [71]. It
has been recently shown in [55] that such weak solutions preserve angular momentum.
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In analogy to Euler, the vortex patch problem for gSGQ has received considerable attention. Finite
time blow-up for the patch equation has been shown in [60], see also [43] for more refined results and
[25] for some global existence results. Existence of very weak solutions with white noise marginals has
been shown in [70, 38], generalising a classical result for 2D Euler by Albeverio and Cruzeiro [2]. The
aforementioned results on strong norm inflation and non-existence of solutions have been extended to
gSQG as well. Let us mention in this regard: i) the work [27], for parameters 8 € (1,2) (a regime in
which u = —V+A%77 is less regular than 6); ii) the aforementioned [58], whose techniques readapt to
show ill-posedness for gSQG case in H'*# (cf. Section 1C therein); iii) the recent [21], proving local
well-posedness in CY N L! for v > B, as well as constructing 6, for which non-existence of solutions
in C([0,6]; C?) holds for any § > 0. Convex integrations schemes have been applied to gSQG in [67];
in particular, Theorem 3 from Section 3.3 therein implies non-uniqueness of very weak solutions such
that A='*8/29 € C,C7, for suitable values v = () < 3/10. We finally mention the recent work [18],
revisiting the arguments by Vishik [79, 80], who first constructed non-unique LP-valued solutions to the
forced 2D Euler equations in vorticity form, for a carefully chosen forcing f € L{LP. In [18], similar
upcoming results for gSQG and SQG are announced.

Kraichnan noise and turbulence. An idealized description of the effects of small, possibly turbulent,
fluid scales by means of a Brownian-in-time, coloured-in-space noise W was first proposed by Kraichnan
in the context of passive scalar turbulence, see [61] and later [62]. This model has become very popular
after [9, 30], where it was shown that in the low regularity regime « € (0, 1) particle splitting and intrinsic
stochasticity take place, resulting in anomalous dissipation for the passive scalar; the link between these
properties holds in great generality in transport equations, see [29]. At the same time, solutions to the
inviscid equation are still unique and can be recovered by the vanishing viscosity limit. For more details
on the physical features of the model, we refer to the lecture notes [15], and for rigorous mathematical
results to [65, 66, 42]. Indeed, Le Jan and Raimond [65, 66] conducted a very deep mathematical study
of a wider class of Brownian flows; according to their classification, the incompressible Kraichnan model
is diffusive without hitting. We also mention the recent work [75], quantifying anomalous L? dissipation
for the rough Kraichnan model (on T?).

More recently, there has been an increasing interest in incorporating transport noise in nonlinear
fluid dynamics. We shortly mention some key references: i) the Lagrangian-based approach proposed in
[12], where the stochastic Navier-Stokes equations with transport noise were derived by computing the
stochastic material derivative along the trajectories of the fluid particles; ii) the variational approach by
Holm [53]; iii) the Location Uncertainty method by Memin [69]. In most approaches, the Stratonovich
form of the noise arises naturally and is physically justified by the Wong—Zakai principle.

Regularization by transport noise in PDEs. The realization that transport noise can have a strongly reg-
ularizing effect on linear SPDEs is due to Flandoli, Gubinelli and Priola [32], who showed well-posedness
of stochastic transport equations with Hoélder continuous drifts. The result has been subsequently refined
in several ways, see [31] for the propagation of Sobolev regularity of initial data and [37] for the preven-
tion of blow-up due to stretching. Since then, the literature has flourished, see [33, 44] for an overview.
At the same time, it was already understood in [32, Section 6.2] that the situation can be much more
complicated in the nonlinear setting, where too simple noise might not help. This intuition has been
recently confirmed by the stochastic convex integration results from [52, 72], which imply non-uniqueness
for stochastic 3D Euler and Navier—Stokes equations in the presence of regular transport noise.

On the other hand, a “sufficiently active” transport noise still still has the ability to suppress blow-up
with high probability, for a large class of parabolic equations; this was shown e.g. for 3D Navier—Stokes
[36], Keller—Segel and Kuramoto—Sivashinsky [34], reaction-diffusion equations [1] and Tao’s averaged
version of Navier—Stokes [64]. These results build on the scaling limit argument introduced in [40], which
allows the noise to be smooth, but supported on very high Fourier modes. The suppression mechanism
is closely connected to the mixing properties of Kraichnan noise [45] and bears strong similarities with
deterministic results like [57]; it crucially relies on the parabolic nature of the problem and does not
transfer easily to the analysis of inviscid PDEs. In the inviscid setting, apart from the work [23] which we
build upon, let us mention an alternative approach based on Girsanov transform, applied to 2D logEuler
equations in [42], in part based on [7] for 3D Leray-a Euler.
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1.4. Structure of the paper. We conclude this introduction by recalling the most relevant notations
and conventions we will adopt in the paper in Section 1.5. Then in Section 2 we describe in detail the
properties of the Kraichnan noise W we consider and define our notion of solutions to (1.3). Section 3
is devoted to the proof of Theorem 3.1, which ensures the existence of weak solutions, for a large class
of 6y and f. It is based on a standard probabilistic compactness argument, based on first studying a
class of regularized SPDEs and deriving a priori estimates, and then passing to the limit removing the
mollification. Finally, Section 4 is devoted to the proof of pathwise uniqueness and stability of solutions
(Theorem 4.1), which allows to complete of the proof of our main Theorem 1.1. As a consequence, we
deduce the convergence of vanishing viscosity and regular approximations to the unique solutions to the
SPDE in Section 4.3. We collect some useful analysis facts that were used throughout the paper in
Appendix A.

1.5. Notation. In this subsection we summarize the notations and conventions used throughout the

manuscript.
Given z,y € R% we denote by x - y their scalar product, while |z| stands for the Euclidean norm.
For d = 2, 2t = (—x9,21)T will denote the counterclockwise 90 degrees rotation of x and similarly

Vi = (—0s,0;) will indicate the orthogonal gradient. When A € R?*9 is a matrix, Tr A will stand for
its trace. We will use the symbol ® to indicate the tensor product = ® y, when z,y € R%.

When dealing with inequalities, we will write a < b if there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that a < ¢b; to
stress the dependence of the hidden constant with respect to some parameter family A, we will sometimes
write a <y b.

We denote by C°(R% R™) the space of smooth functions with compact support and by S(R%;R™)
the space of Schwartz functions; &', the dual of S(R?; R™), denotes the so-called tempered distributions.
For p € [1,00], we write LP(R% R™) for the standard Lebesgue spaces. For k € N and p € [1, 0],
Wk (R4 R™) will stand for the classical Sobolev spaces. In general, when clear from the context, we will
drop from the notation possibly both the domain and codomain of such functions, writing for instance
L? instead of LP(R%;R™). Further, we will use the subscript loc when dealing with functions that have
some regularity only locally. For example, LY = will denote the functions f such that fo € L? for every
¢ € C*(R%R) and similarly for other function spaces. Such localized spaces can be endowed with a
countably family of seminorms, inducing a metric and a Fréchet topology.

We adopt the convection that the Fourier transform of an integrable function f is defined by

~

F(n) = Fn) = @)~ | fla)e™™" da,

and suitably extended to tempered distributions. With this notation set, we introduce both homogeneous
and inhomogeneous Sobolev spaces. First, for s € R, the inhomogenous Sobolev space H*(R% R™) is the
space of tempered distributions f such that f € L2 and

loc
1 = [ o FoP dn < .

where (n) := (14 |n/2)2. On the other hand, the homogeneous Sobolev space H*(R% R™) is the space
of tempered distributions f such that f € L and

I1f1I1%, = /Rd In|?*|f(n)|? dn < oc.

We will indistinctly denote by (f,g) the scalar product in L?(R%;R™) or any duality pairing; f * g will

1

denote the convolution between f and g, whenever they have enough integrability. Let A = |V| := (=A)z,
notice that || f|lgs = |(Id —A)2 f|| 12, while ||f||zs = ||A°f||z2. For s > 0 and p € (1, 00), we introduce
the homogeneous Bessel potential space L*? as the space of functions f such that A®f € L?, and we set
I fllisn = IA°fllL». Given s € R, p,7 € [1,00], By, will denote the nonhomogeneous Besov space as
defined in [6, Definition 2.68].

In this work, the time variable will always belong to the interval [0, 7], for an arbitrary large but
finite T > 0. We will use the subscripts ¢t € [0,T] and w € € to refer to functional spaces in the time
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and sample variables. For example, given a Banach space E, L{E will denote the space L4([0,T]; E) of
g-integrable functions with values in F (defined in the Bochner sense). Similarly, for v € (0,1), C; E
will denote ~-Holder functions with values in E, and L, LP = L*(Q2 x [0, T]; LP(R?)). Notice also that,
given two Banach spaces E and F, we endow their intersection E N F with || - |gnr = || - |lg + || - || F,
which makes it Banach.

With (2, A, F:,P) we will denote a filtered probability space satisfying the standard assumption. E
or Ep will stand for the expectation with respect to the probability measure P. Similarly, Law(X) or
Lawp(X), will denote the law of the random variable X under P

When W is a Wiener process, odW,; refers formally to a stochastic integration in the Stratonovich
sense. On the other hand, if o is missing, stochastic integrals should be intended in the It6 sense.

We say that a process X with values in a Banach space E — S’ has IP-a.s. weakly continuous trajectories
if, for any ¢ € C2°, the real valued process t — (X, ») has P-a.s. continous paths.

Finally, we endow C) = C([0,T]; R)Y with the product topology, which makes it a Polish space. In
particular, if F' = {f'};, G = {g'}; and F,G € CV, it is the topology induced by the distance
_sgmi =l
S0 1 = glle
In other words, it is the topology induced by the convergence F,, — F if and only if fi — fi asn — oo,
for every i € N.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we collect all relevant facts concerning the structure of the Kraichnan noise W and the
nonlinearity of the gSQG equation that we will need in order to carry our analysis. This will culminate in
providing rigorous meaning to what we mean by weak solutions, cf. Definition 2.4. Most of the material
contained in this section is fairly standard and recalled here for convenience; an experienced reader may
consider skipping it.

2.1. Structure of the noise. Throughout the paper we will always work with a centered vector-valued
Gaussian noise W = W;(x) which is Brownian in time and coloured, divergence-free in space. W is
uniquely determined by its covariance function @ : R2 — R2*2, determined by the formula

E[W(z) @ Wi(y)] = (s A)Q(z — y).

The noise will be taken homogenous (as seen from @ only depending on « —y) and isotropic; correspond-
ingly, @ can be described in Fourier space by

Qz) = / q(§) P; 7 de  for P; =1 £ ® £ VeE e R {0}
R? gl 1€l
where we assume ¢ : R? — R to be a radially symmetric function, ¢ € L* N L*°. Pgl is the projection
matrix on &1, ensuring that @ and W are divergence free (alternatively, it is the Fourier multiplier
representation of the Leray—Helmholtz projector).

We will soon specify ¢ to be ¢(¢) = (1 4 |£]?)~4/?~, which renders W the incompressible Kraichnan
noise of parameter o € (0,1). It is however useful to recall a few facts which hold in higher generality for
any g as above, which we will exploit in Section 3 when considering regular approximations of W.

We may identify the matrix-valued kernel @) with the convolutional operator

(@) = @ Nle) = [ Qe =yv)dy Vv e L*EER)

This operator is semipositive definite and admits a square root Q/2, so that (Q =1, 9) = [|Q/2y||2,.

Lemma 2.1. The following hold:
1) QY2 is a bounded operator from LP to L? for any p € [1,2];
2) QY2 is a bounded operator from L* to L9, for any q € [2,00];
3) QY2 is a bounded operator from H* to itself, for any s € R.
8



Proof. Notice that Q'/2 corresponds in Fourier space to multiplication by the matrix-valued function
(&) = q(§)1/2P§-, which belongs to L? N L*. Since h belongs to L?, it maps L' into L?; since it belongs
to L, it maps L? into itself; the general case of p € [1, 2] follows by interpolation, proving 1). 2) follows
from 1) by duality, since Q'/2 is a self-adjoint operator. 3) follows again from the fact that h € L>. O

For simplicity, in the following we will assume that ¢ does not vanish anywhere, so that Q is a non-
degenerate operator.

Lemma 2.2. Let W be a Gaussian noise with covariance function @ as above, defined on a probability
space (Q, A, P). Let {ex}ren be any smooth orthonormal system in L?(R?*R?) and set oy := Q'/?(ex).
Then oy, are smooth, divergence-free vector fields and it holds

x) = Zak(:n)Wtk for Wk .= (W, Q%) (2.1)

keN

where the series is P-a.s. convergent in CyL% . and {WkYy, is a collection of independent standard Brow-

nian motions. Moreover it holds

Z op(r) @ op(y) Va,yeR? (2.2)
keN

ocC

where the series is absolutely convergent, uniformly on compact sets. Conversely, given a collection of
independent Brownian motions {W*},, formula (2.1) defines a noise W with covariance Q.

Proof. The fact that o) are smooth follows from Lemma 2.1-3). The rest of the statement is mostly a
collection of statements from [42, Section 2.1], mostly Lemma 2.3 and Proposition 2.5-a). O

In particular, representation (2.1) allows to identify W with the family (W*)en, so that it can be
regarded as a random variable in C. On the other hand, given a probability space supporting a family
of independent Brownian motions (W*)xen, we can construct therein a noise W for any given covariance
operator Q). We refer to the collection (W*),en as a cylindrical Brownian motion.

Given a filtered probability space (Q, A, F;,P), we say that W is a Fi-noise if it is adapted to F; and
Wi — Wy is independent of F, for any t > s. We next recall some useful estimates concerning stochastic
integration w.r.t. W; the result is taken from [42, Lemma 2.8].

Lemma 2.3. Let (Q, A, F;,P) be a filtered probability space, W be a Fi-noise with covariance function
Q satisfying the above conditions. Then for any Fi-adapted process h : Q x [0,T] x R? — R? such that

P-a.s. fOT |Q'/2h||2, ds < oo, the stochastic integral My := fg(hs, dWs) is a well-defined continuous
real-valued local martingale. Moreover it holds

t
M= [ 10z as, 2 s ] < E[( [ 101 0s)"| Vet
0

te[0,T

where [M] denotes the quadratic variation process associated to M. Similarly, if P-a.s. fOT | hs||Z2 ds < oo,

then N; := fot he - AWy is a is a well-defined continuous L?-valued local martingale. Moreover it holds

)= GO s, 5] s 1] 5 @O Ihigias) ] v et

In light of the series representation (2.1), we may write the above stochastic integrals as

/Ot<h3,dWs> =;/Ot<hs,ak>dwj, /Oths(:c)- Z/ AWk (23)

With these preparations, we are finally ready to give an explicit description of the noise we will use.
For any « € (0,1), we say that W is an incompressible Kraichnan noise of parameter « if its covariance
function Q¢ is given by

Q)= [ (+leP) i erd e as (2.4)



in other words if ¢(€) = (14 |€]2)~2~. In this case it can be shown that Q® is C2*-regular and P-
a.s. W e C2-° for all € > 0, but nowhere C**¢-regular; in particular, W is not Lipschitz continuous.
Standard arguments based on isotropy (and the fact that d = 2) imply that

Tr(Q*(0)) _ 1

QY(0)=2c¢{I for cf = — =1 /R2(1 +lE2)T 2 de (2.5)

From now on, whenever the parameter o € (0,1) is fixed and clear, for simplicity we will drop it and
write W, @, co in place of W<, Q“ and cf.

2.2. Properties of the nonlinearity and notion of weak solutions. Having described in detail the
noise W and stochastic integrals with respect to it, we can pass to define rigorously the SPDE (2.9) and
provide a notion of weak solutions.

To this end, we first need to recall some properties of the nonlinear term in the SPDE. By formula
(1.2), we may write the quadratic nonlinearity in (1.3) as

N@O)=V-[(Kg=0)0] (2.6)

Notice that, being a Fourier multiplier with symbol —V*|V|#=2 Kz maps L? into L'~#?  for any
p € (1,00). In particular, if p < 2/(1 — ), then by Sobolev embeddings

1 1 1-—
Kg+6 e L? for —:———ﬁ

qa p 2
and so by Holder’s inequality

1 1 1 2 1-
(Kp0)0el for L-1 1 2 1268
rp 4 p 2
Combining these facts, we can conclude that (Kz * 0) 6 is a well-defined L _
a well-defined distribution) as soon as

1 0)0l - Spp 1011Z0- (2.7)

function (and thus N'(0) is

P owi 4 2
6 e LP with 35 p<1_ﬁ (2.8)
In particular, this condition is always satisfied if & € L' N LP with p > 4/(3 — 3).

Next, we need to spend a few words about the Stratonovich formulation of the SPDE (1.3) and its
1t6 reformulation. Although the Stratonovich formalism is the more correct one from the physical point
of view, being related to the Wong—Zakai principle and the Lagrangian representation of solutions, when
dealing with low regularity solutions it is very convenient to rewrite the equation in It6 form. As standard
in stochastic fluid dynamics equations, we will derive the It6 version of the SPDE from the Stratonovich
one as if all terms involved were regular enough, and then work systematically in Itd form. Rigorously
defining the Stratonovich form of the equation can be a delicate issue, see [42, Section 2.2] and [46,
Section 2.3] for a deeper discussion.

Therefore assume for the moment we are given a regular solution to (1.3). With the notations (2.6)-
(2.3) in mind, applying the standard rules of stochastic calculus to pass from Stratonovich to Itd, we thus
have

A6y (z) + N (0;)(x) dt = — Zok - Vby(x) o dWF

__ng - VO(z) o AW} + Zak (x) - VO (x)) dt
= —V0i(z) - dWi(x ; (Zﬂk ® op(x )V9t($)) dt

— _Voi(x) - dWi(x) + %v (Q(O)V,(x)) dt
= —V0i(x) - dWi(x) + coAby(x) dt

in the above, we used the fact that o are divergence-free, ) admits representation (2.2) and finally our
definition of ¢g from (2.5).
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In light of the above, the previous estimates on A and the content of Section 2.1, we can now rigorously
define weak solutions (both in the analytical and probabilistic sense) to the stochastic gSQG equations
as follows.

Definition 2.4. Let o, 8 € (0,1), Q™ be given by (2.4) and {0y}, be any collection of smooth divergence
free wvelocity fields such that (2.2) holds. Let p > 4/(3 — ), 6o € L' N LP and f € L} (L' N LP) be
deterministic data. A weak L' N LP solution to the stochastic gSQG equation

d@t + (KB * Ot) . VGt dt + Oth . VGt = ft dt, 9|t:0 = 90 (29)
is a tuple (Q, A, Fy, P, (WF)en, 0) satisfying the following:
i) (Q,A, F;,P) is a filtered probability space satisfying the standard assumptions and (W*)ren is a
sequence of independent real Fy-Brownian motions;
i) 0 : Qx[0,T] — L' N LP is a F;-progressively measurable process, 0 € L2, ,(L' N LP) and its
trajectories t — 0; are P-a.s. weakly continuous in the sense of distributions;
iii) For any ¢ € C°, P-a.s. for allt € [0,T] it holds

(00, 0) = (00, )+ /O (K 5%0,)6,, ) +collr, AD)+(frr )] dr 4 3 /0 (0x0,, Vi) WP (2.10)
k

We sometimes say that @ is a weak solution on a tuple (2, A, F;, P, (W¥)) if (Q, A, Ft, P, (W*), 0) is
a weak solution.

Remark 2.5. Under the above assumptions, all integrals appearing on the r.h.s. of (2.10) are well-defined
continuous stochastic processes. For instance, for the nonlinear term, thanks to (2.7) we have

E[/OT|<<Kg 00, 90| dr) < ||vw||LwE[/OT|<Kﬁ 0,0, 12|

4
(L3-8

T
< - 2 _ NTE
SIVolk| [ 1012 o ar| = 19ulm 1012,
where the last quantity is finite since § € L2, ,(L' N L?) with p > 4/(3 — ). The terms related to coA
and f can be estimated similarly. For the stochastic integral in (2.10), recalling our convention (2.3) and
Lemma 2.3, it holds

. T
5| s | [ 090 aw)[] s8] [ 1020.v01 @
1'Jo 0

tel0,T

T
SIVelE| [ 16,1 dr| = 190l 1012 o

where we applied Lemma 2.1-i). As these computations suggest, Definition 2.4 admits several variants, for

instance by considering solutions defined only up to a stopping time 7, or by weakening the integrability

on 6 to just requiring that P-a.s. fOT 16| 4 dr < oo. For simplicity we will not pursue this direction,
L3P

since the trasport structure of the equation and the upcoming Theorem 3.1 provide us with weak solutions

satisfying much better a priori bounds.

Remark 2.6. In the setting of Definition 2.4, if additionally p > 2, then the weak formulation (2.10) based
on testing against ¢ € C2° can be equivalently understood as an integral identity

9,=90+/ V- [(Kp 6,)6,] dr—i—co/ AGTdr—i—/ de¢+/ V0, - AW, (2.11)
0 0 0 0

where all processes involved take values in H 2. In particular, the first three integrals are meaningful in
the Lebesgue-Bochner sense, while the last one as a stochastic integral in H~!. Indeed, for the nonlinear
term, by (2.7) and Sobolev embeddings it holds

T T T
E[/O |V - [(K50,)0, ]|, dr] SEUO ||(Kg>k9r>9r||Lﬁ dr] 5/0 E[|6,]|72] dr;
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the terms associated to A, f can be treated similarly. For the stochastic integral, using the fact that W
is divergence-free and Lemma 2.3, it holds
T
1] = [ ez

E[ sup HV /9 dW)HH 1] [ sup
t€[0,T] t€[0,T]

3. WEAK EXISTENCE

The aim of this section is to prove the following result.

Theorem 3.1. Let p € [2,00], g € L* N LP, f € LY(L' N LP) be deterministic data. Then there exists
a weak solution 0 to (2.9), in the sense of Definition 2.4. Moreover P-a.s. 6 has weakly continuous
trajectories in L% and it satisfies the pathwise bound

T
sup [0l < ol +/ Ifulledt ¥qe[L,p). (3.1)
t 0

)

Let € > 0 be fixed. Then such a weak solution can be constructed in such a way that it satisfies the
following decomposition: 6 = 0< + 6>, where 05 are Fy-adapted processes with trajectories in CyH ™2,
such that we have the P-a.s. bounds

sup [|07|[r <&, sup [|0%[e <Cq Vg € [p, o0 (3-2)
t€[0,T] te[0,T]

where Cq 1s a deterministic constant which depends on q, 0o, f and €, but not on the weak solution.

This result will be proved by a standard stochastic compactness argument. To this end, we will first
introduce a family of regularized equations and derive a priori estimates in Section 3.1, then deduce
tightness and pass to the limit in Section 3.2.

3.1. Regular approximations and tightness. We set ourselves on a filtered probability space (2, A, F;, P)
satisfying the standard assumptions, carrying a family (W*)x>1 of independent Brownian motions. Cor-
respondingly, we can construct on such space a noise W with covariance @) by means of formula (2.1). Let
{p°}5>0 be a family of standard mollifiers associated to a radially symmetric probability density p € C2°;
we proceed to mollify all the terms of the SPDE (2.9), namely we set

00 :=p° 00, f2:=p"xf, Kg::p‘s*Kﬂ, Wf::p‘s*Wt:Z(p * oy )W, Za
k

Notice that, by construction, the noise W? has covariance operator
Z o) (z) ® o (y) = / or(z — 2) @ op(y — 2)p°(2)p°(¢') dzdz’
R2 x R4

Qe e 1) = (@ (e 1)

where (p*p)® = 672(p*p)(6~1-). In particular, Q° is still a mollification of ), associated to the probability
density pxp € C°. Correspondigly, the noise W? is infinitely smooth in space, since W belongs to C; L2 ..
With these preparations, for any d > 0, we introduce the regularized stochastic gSQG model given by

A0’ + (K +0°) - V6° dt + Zok VO o dWF = fodt, 6%, = 0. (3.3)

We have the following lemma providing existence and a priori bounds for (3.3).

Lemma 3.2. Let p € [1,00), 6 € L' N LP, f € L} (L' N LP). Then for any § > 0, there exists a
probabilistically strong, spatially smooth solutzon 0° to (3.3); moreover P-a.s. it holds

T
sup 107150 < 10l + / Ifulledt Vqe[Lp. (3.4)
t 0

)

12



Additionally, for any e > 0, the solutions 0° can be decomposed as 0° = 0%> + 0%< in such a way that,
for any 6 > 0 fized, P-a.s. 6>< € L{°(LP N L>) and we have the bounds

sup 077 | < e, sup [67<|Le < Cq Vg€ [p,o0]
>0 >0

where Cy is a deterministic constant which depends only on 0y, f and €, but not on 4.

Proof. By construction, 98 and f9 are spatially smooth, and moreover Kg is a smooth kernel. For these
reasons, strong existence of a smooth solution to (3.3) holds by standard arguments, e.g. by adopting
Kunita’s approach [63, Section 6] or by performing a similar contraction argument as in [22], further
generalised in [23, Appendix C] (and then boostrapping regularity).

By employing either of the above references, one ends up obtaining a representation formula for #°
through stochastic characteristics as

t
030Xi(a)) = 05(o) + [ £, (a) s, (3.5)
0
where X is the stochastic flow associated to the SDE
AXe = u® (Xy) dt + WO (odt, Xy) =: (K§ = 07)(Xe) dt + Y 0°(Xy) 0 AW/
k

notice that, since u® and W9 are smooth and divergence-free, the stochastic flow X leaves the Lebesgue
measure invariant. As a consequence, taking the LZ-norm on both side of (3.5) and applying Minkowski’s
inequality, we obtain the P-a.s. estimate

t t
16810 < 116310 + / 1720120 ds < [[fo]l o + / ol ds

where in the second step we used the property of standard mollifiers that ||p? * g r« < ||g||re for any g.
This proves (3.4).

It remains to show the decomposition property into %> + §%<. For a parameter R > 0 large enough
to be chosen later, let us set

8,>R ._ no 0,<R ._ no §,>R ._ £6 S, KR ._ £6 .
90 = 90]]-|95|>Ra 90\ = 901|95‘<R, f —f ]]-|f5\>Pu f = —f ]]‘\f6|§R’

and correspondingly let us define 8> and #%<% implicitly by
t
07 CXila)) = 07 (o) + [ 13X ) s,
0

07" (X () = 05 <" (@) + / R, () ds.
0

In light of (3.5), it is clear that #° = §%>F 4+ §%<E_ Notice that, by properties of mollifiers, it holds
05 — 6p in LP and f° — f in L}LP as 6 — 0. As a consequence, we can invoke Lemma A.3 and repeat
the argument used to derive (3.4), to find the P-a.s. estimates

T
sup sup [|6%7F| L <Sup||981|06|>RHLP+SUP/ 21 s> rllLr ds (3.6)
§>0 te[0,7] 5>0 §>0 Jo
and
t
<
sup 6%z < 188 gsnlen + [ 1558 s1cmlen ds
0

te[0,77] (3.7)

» T , » T
SeRE(IRIE + [ 182 ds) < RE(I0lE + [ 100 ds),
0 0
By Lemma A.3, we can choose R such that the r.h.s. of (3.6) becomes arbirarily small, in particular,

smaller than e. Having fixed such R, the constant C, is then determined by the r.h.s. of (3.7). O
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We now want to obtain uniform-in-6 eatimates for the time continuity of the solutions #°, possibly
in weak topologies. To this end, rather than working with (3.3), it is convenient to pass to consider its
equivalent It6 formulation; arguing as in Section 2.2, this is given by

d0° + (K % 0°) - VO° dt — csA0° + ) " of - VO AW = fodt,  6°|,—0 = 6. (3.8)
k

where ¢; = Tr(Q%(0))/4. Recalling that @ is a bounded, Hélder continuous function and that @Q° is a
mollified approximation, it follows from (2.5) that

. 1
sup ¢5 S||Qllne, limcs =co = =Tr(Q(0)). (3.9)
§>0 §—0 4

In order to establish uniform bounds for (3.8), it is useful to collect here a few properties of the (mollified)
nonlinearity of the PDE; for simplicity, we already state here also a convergence property as § — 0, which
will be used later in Section 3.2 when passing to the limit. Notice that, since K3 and o are divergence-free
(thus also Kg and 09), we have

(Kg x0°) -V = div[(Kg x0)p], o° VO =div(a’y).
Lemma 3.3. Let 8 € (0,1). For ¢ > 0, define
N(p) = div[(K§ * 9)el,  N(p) = N°(p) = div[(Ep * p)g]. (3.10)
Then the following hold:
i) There exists a constant C' = Cg > 0 such that sup;, [N (D) zr-1-8 < Cll||22.
i) If (¢?)ss0 C L? is such that ©® — @ weakly in L?, then N°(©°) — N () weakly in H=175,

Proof. i): By similar estimates as in (2.8), if ¢ € L? then K} * ¢ € L*/# with

5 _ 5 < s <
ggl\Kg *ol 2 ?;ISHP *(Kpx o)l 3 <[Ksxoll 2 SIEs*ellip-s S el

By Holder’s inequality, we deduce that

é § < 2
SUp 1K * @) ll o2y < supll (B3 * @)l 7 el S llelze-

The conclusion now follows from ||V - g|| g-1-¢ < ||g]|g-# and the embedding L5 < HP.
ii): By i), the sequence N°(¢?) is bounded in H~'=# so in order to verify weak convergence it suffices
to test against smooth functions; namely, we need to show that

(Kj#¢°) - Vip,@°) = (Kp x @) - Vb, ) V€ CE.

By the assumption ¢° — ¢ and weak-strong convergence, it suffices to show that Kg o' - K 8 * @ in
L2 .. We now split this term as

Kjx® —Kgxo=(p" —80)* (Kgx @)+ p° = (Kpxp® — Kgx ).

The first term converges to 0 in L?/?, thus also in L% ., by standard properties of mollifiers. For the

second term, we can use the compactness of the operator g — Kg * g from L? to Ll20c (due to compact

embedding H'~#(Bg) < L?(Br) on bounded balls Br) and our standing assumption ¢° — ¢, to deduce
that Kz x ¢° — Kg+ ¢ in L2 . This convergence is then preserved by the mollifier p°. g

loc®

Armed with Lemma 3.3, we can now establish Holder continuity of the solutions to the regularized
model.

Lemma 3.4. Let 6° be a solution to (3.3) and set v} := 09 — f(f fds. Then, for any v € (0,1/2) and
n € [2,00), there exists a constant C = C(v,m, |02, | fllLr(z1nL2)) such that

E[||v5|\ng,2} <C Vé>0. (3.11)
14



Proof. Let us keep using the notation (3.10). By writing (3.8) in integral form, we have
t t t
v) —6) :/ N6(95)ds—05/ Aegds+/ VS - dW? = S} + S 4+ 53
0 0 0

We estimate each term separately. For the nonlinear term, thanks to the uniform estimate (3.4) and
Lemma 3.3-1), we have the pathwise bound

t
IS¢ = Sallg-1-s </ IN?(O2) pr-1-s dr < [t — 5| sup [|67]72
s t€[0,T]
so that

T 2n
B8 7 smr-a] <E[ sup 16713] < (16olla + [ Iselzoct) (3.12)
t t€[0,T] 0

For Sy we can follow a similar argument, using the fact that c¢s = Tr(Q°(0)) are uniformly bounded by
(3.9) and that |Ag|lg-2 < ||g]|r2 for any g. As a consequence

T
n
BIS% s y-2] < (supel) B[ sup 16712:] < (H6olla + [ Al )" (3.13)
t §>0 te[0,T] 0

It remains to handle the stochastic integral term. Let us preliminary observe that, since W? is divergence
free, S} = V - (fot 62 dW?) =: V - S3. By virtue of Lemma 2.3 and the uniform estimate (3.4), for any
s < t it holds

t n
(12 - S51}-.) < E[132 - S21%:] S (o) [ 10213 ar)’ |
N = s|’7/2(supcg/2) IE{ sup HG?HZZ}
6>0 t€[0,7)

T n
Ste= s (loolze + [ felac)”
0

By the arbitrariness of 7 € [2,00) and Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem in Banach spaces, we deduce
that for any v < 1/2 and any n € [2,00) it holds that

3 g K
B[S W) Son (Wols+ [ ilzea)” (3.14)
Combining the bounds (3.12),(3.13) and (3.14), which are all uniform in 4, we obtain (3.11). O

For the sake of showing tightness of the laws of the processes 6% and 4%, we introduce suitable weighted
Sobolev spaces, in order to overcome the difficulties coming from working on the whole R2. Let us define
the weight w(z) = (1 + |#|?)~2; correspondingly, for s € R, we define the weighted Sobolev space HS as
the closure of smooth functions under the norm

el = llewl e,

for any s € R. H? defines an Hilbert space; properties of H; are recalled in Appendix A.

Lemma 3.5. For any T € (0,+00), v > 0 and € > 0, we have the compact embedding
L=([0,T]; L*) N C7([0, T]: H™?) < C([0,T]; Hy*).-

Proof. By Lemma A.4-ii), the embedding H~2 < H_?7¢ is compact, which implies by Ascoli-Arzela
that the embedding C”([0,T]; H~?) — C([0,T]; H,?¢) is compact as well. On the other hand, since
L? — H? by Lemma A.4-i), we have the interpolation estimate

2/(2+ 2+
leloqorsa—= S el e Il -2—s

as a consequence of Lemma A.4-iv). Combining these facts, we obtain the conclusion. O

As a consequence of Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5, we obtain the following.
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Corollary 3.6. For any ¢ > 0, the laws of (6°, (W¥)i>1)s=0 are tight in C;H,® x C}.

Proof. Clearly, (W*),>1 is tight in C} since it doesn’t depend on d, so we only need to verify tightness of
{60°}550. Recall that §° = v° + [, f2ds; by construction, f° — f in L{L2, therefore [, fds — [, fsds
in CyL? < CyH . Since they converge therein, the functions { [, f ds}so are tight in C;H,. On the
other hand, a combination of Lemmas 3.2 and 3.4 yields

Sup B [[0%]13 12 + 10° 312 ] < o0
6>0 ’

for any v € (0,1/2). Together with Markov’s inequality and Lemma 3.5, this implies tightness of {v°}s=0
in C;H,,°. Combining the results for [ f9ds and v°, we deduce tightness of {6 }s5~¢ in C;H as well. [0

3.2. Passage to the limit and weak existence. With the preparations from the previous section, we
are now ready to complete the

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Given 6y € L* N LP and f € L}(L' N LP), consider the sequence of solutions
{6™},, obtained by taking § = 1/n in the regularization scheme from Section 3.1. By Corollary 3.6,
(0™, (WF)i)nen are tight in CyH, ¢ x CN. Therefore we can invoke Prokhorov’s and Skorokhod’s the-
orems [10, Theorems 5.1 and 6.7] to find a new probability space (€, F;,P) supporting a (not rela-
belled for simplicity) subsequence of random variables {6", (W*"); },,cn such that Lawg(6", (W*)x>1)) =
Laws (0", (W5"),>1)) for every n € N and with the property that there exists another pair (6, (W*)x>1))
such that
@, (Wh™)) — (0, (W*)) P-as. in CtH,® x CF. (3.15)
We claim that (6, (W*);,) is the desired weak soluuon, w.r.t. the filtration G; = o(8,, W : k € N,r < t).
We start by noticing that, since Lawp (0", (W*);)) = Lawz (8", (W*™);)), by (3.4) we still have the
P-a.s. bound

T
sup 70 < 6ollo + [ fellsdt Vo e L) (3.10
te[0,7] 0

Combining this with (3.15), lower-semicontinuity of L9-norms, it’s easy to deduce (cf. [35, Lemma 3.5])
that 0 € Lfft(Ll N LP), the trajectories t — 6, are P-a.s. weakly continuous in L? for any ¢ € (1, p], and
the P-a.s. convergence
67 — 6, in L> Yt e[0,T). (3.17)

Again by lower-semicontinuity, this implies the validity of the bound (3.16) with 6 in place of 8™, proving
(3.1).

Since (6™, (W*);) are strong solutions, the same holds for (6", (Wk ™)1); therefore for any fixed n,
(Wkn), are G*-Brownian motions, for GI* := o6y, W k:keN,r <t). Inlight of (3.15), a standard
argument then implies that (I/Vk);c is a family of G,-Brownian motions, for G; defined as above.

We now want to pass to the limit in the SPDE as n — oo. To this end, it is convenient to write (3.8)
in integral form and tested against ¢ € C¢°, namely

~ t ~
<9?,so><93,w>/O<N"<9:>,sa>ds+cn/ " Ag) ds+z/ o O, Vi) AWE /f”ds

(3.18)

in the above, for notational convenience we replaced all parameters ¢ with n, although technically § = 1/n;
the notation A" for the nonlinearities must be interpreted as in Lemma 3.3.

By construction, 6 — 6o € L' N L? and [; f'ds — [, fsds in Ci(L' N LP). For the nonlinearities,
by 3.3-ii) and (3.17) we have the P-a.s. convergence N (67) — N (f) for all s € [0,T], which combined
with the uniform bounds (3.16) and dominated convergence immediately implies

[wr@aas— [ W@y Bas o
0 0
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A same argument holds for the term associated to Ay, which together with convergence ¢, — ¢o (cf.
(3.9)) implies

cn/ 0", Ay) ds—>co/ (05, Ap)ds P-a.s. in C.
0 0

Convergence of the stochastic integral terms can also be treated standardly, cf. [5, Lemma 4.3]. Alterna-
tively, one can check convergence by hand: thanks to the convergences (3.15)-(3.17), as well as o} — oy,
one can employ [50, Lemma 5.2] to deduce that P-a.s.

/ (o7 ", V) dWEn — / (o1 05, V) dWE  P-as. in C; (3.19)
0 0

for any fixed k. On the other hand, the tail of the series can be made arbitrarily small; indeed, if
suppy C Bpg, then by It6 isometry and Doob’s inequality we have

] ZEU éQ,V¢>|2ds}

k=N

IVl 3 [ Rk o 1921 05

k>N

t
fE[ sup /wég,v@ dwkn
te[0,T) ];V 0 ¥

T 2
S IVel3~T (11602 + / 1follzzds)” S w2z
0 k=N
where in the last step we used bound (3.16) and the fact that, for each k, |lof||2(Br) < llokllz2(Bray)

by properties of mollifiers. Recalling that the series (2.2) is absolutely convergent on compact sets by
Lemma 2.2, we conclude that

t
lim Iﬁ][ sup Z/(a}j 0", V) dwkn
0

N—=oo | tefo,T] SN

1 e (3.20)

a similar estimates holds for the series of stochastic integrals taken w.r.t. (6, W*). Thanks to (3.19) and
(3.20), overall one can conclude that

Z/ O’k T V) de"%Z/ JkGS,V@de P-a.s. in C;.

keN keN

Combining the convergence of each term appearing in (3.18), passing to the limit as n — oo in (3.18),
we conclude that for any fixed ¢ € C¢°, P-a.s. it holds

<éta(p> = <90a90> —/<V (Kﬂ *9 )95,(,0> dS+CO/ <A95a dS - Z/ Ok * vesa@) de

0 keN

Choosing a countable collections {¢’}; which is dense in H?, by standard density arguments we can
deduce that (2.10) holds, so that 6 is a weak solution. Finally notice that, by virtue of Remark 2.6, 6
equivalently solves the SPDE in the integral form (2.11) on H 2, without testing against (.

It remains to show that, for any given € > 0, the above constructlon can be performed so to obtain the
desired decomposition 6 = < + 6> satisfying (3 2). Since Lawp (0™, (Wk)k>1)) Laws (07, (WF™)p>1)),
by Lemma 3.2 there is a decomposition §™ = §™< + §™> such that P-a.s. it holds

sup 0™ e <, sup  ||0™ ||« < Cy Vg€ [p,o0]. (3.21)
n,t€[0,T] n,t€[0,T]
In fact, by the construction performed in Lemma 3.2, ™S are actually solutions to the SPDEs

A0S+ (K 07)-VO= dt—c, A=+ ol - VOIS dWP™ = f'=dt, 07| = 0. (3.22)
keN
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Arguing as in Lemma 3.4 it’s then easy to check that 7S = ™S — fot fS ds still enjoy the bounds
SUPE[an’gnggHﬁ} S 1 (3.23)

for any v < 1/2 and 7 € [1,00). By arguing as in the proof above, up to possibly further refining the
subsequence or the probability space, one can pass to the limit in (3.22) to conclude that 65 satisfy the
SPDEs

07 + (K§ *0,) - VOZ dt — coAGZ + Y op - VOZ AW = fEdt, 05 |i—o =05 (3.24)
keN

and moreover 7S := 5 — fot #2 ds still belong to C) H—2 with estimates of the form (3.23). This implies
as before that P-a.s. #5 have weakly continuous trajectories in L? (in fact, by interpolation 7S € C H—)
and that one can pass to the limit in (3.21) by weak-lower semicontinuity to find (3.2).

Finally observe that, since (8™, §™<, §™>) is adapted to the filtration generated by (W™*);, then by the
usual standard arguments, upon passing to the limit in n, one can deduce that the tuple (é, 6<,6>, (W)
is adapted to the filtration G, = o(f,,05,0>, WF : k € N,r < t) and (W*);, are G/-Brownian motions.

Overall this proves the existence of an adapted decomposition satisfying (3.2). g

Remark 3.7. For simplicity, we only proved weak existence for g € L' N L2. Let us also point out that in
the proof, the rough Kraichnan structure of the noise didn’t play any role, and the same result would be
true for regular, divergence free W. It is clear that the result can be generalised for other classes of initial
data 6, up to technical details. For instance, one can easily readapt the argument to treat 6y € L' N LP
with p = 4/(3 — j3), since by the estimates leading up to (2.8) the nonlinearity N'(0) = (K3 * 60)0 is a
well-defined L' function in that case. In light of the result of Marchand [68] for deterministic SQG and
those from [59], we expect weak existence to hold for an even larger class of 6y, possibly depending on
the roughness of W; we leave this question for future investigations.

4. UNIQUENESS AND STABILITY

The main goal of this section is to prove the following uniqueness and stability result.
Theorem 4.1. Let o, 5 and p satisfy
B 1B

1
0<Z =, Ziag1i--, 2< . 4.1
<3 <a<g, 2+a , p < 00 (4.1)
Let 6%, 02 be two weak solutions on [0,T], in the sense of Definition 2.4, defined on the same tuple
(A, Fe, P, (WH)), with initial conditions 0%, 03 € L' N LP and forcing terms fa, f2 € Li(L' N LP)
respectively. Further assume that

0; € L (L' nLP).

Then there exist a constant C' > 0, depending on «, 3, p, 0§ and f1, but independent of the solutions 6
in consideration, such that

1/2
sup E[10} = 021% 0] < T (108 = 031200 + 15" = 1212 10/ (42)
te(0,T] ¢
Moreover, in the “subcritical case” 3/2 +a < 1 — 1/p, we can choose C to depend on 03| 1nr» and
||f1||L%(leLp), rather than (0%, '), and to be monotone and locally bounded in these arguments.

Assuming for the moment the validity of Theorem 4.1, we can complete the proof of our main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By applying Theorem 4.1 in the case 6} = 62, f' = f?, we immediately deduce

that pathwise uniqueness holds for (2.9), in the class of solutions 6; € L’,(L* N LP). Uniqueness in law

follows from the Yamada-Watanabe theorem; combined with the weak existence result from Theorem

3.1, strong existence on [0, 7] then holds as well. Since T here can be taken finite but arbitrarily large,
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standard gluing arguments then imply that we can construct strong solutions 6 globally defined on
[0, +00); by virtue of Theorem 3.1, they satisfy the pathwise estimate

t
||9tHleLv<H90|\L1mm+/ fullinze ds ¥t € [0, 400).
0

Now suppose we are given a sequence (67, f) as in the second part of the statement, so that in
particular for any finite T it holds

T T
tin (105 = Gollgorecs + [ 152 = Fllgarocs ds) =0, sup [ 1 £7psee ds < o
n—o00 0 n 0

Then by Theorem 4.1 we have
lim sup IE[HH" 915”?‘{5/271} =0; (4.3)

n—oo tE[ ]
on the other hand, since " and 6 satisfy uniform pathwise L2-bounds (cf. (3.1)), by interpolation we
can upgrade (4.3) to

lim sup E[||6} —
N0 (0,7

H}'{nfa] =0 (4-4)

for any m € [1,00) and § € (0,1 — 3/2). By the estimates considered in Lemma 3.4, it’s easy to check
that the solutions " are uniformly bounded in L7C; H~2; combined with the L?-bound and again
interpolation estimates, we can deduce that for any m € [1,00) and § > 0 there exists v = y(m,d) > 0
such that

sup E[[|0" 12 1) + E (012 -] < 0.

Combining this uniform bound with estimate (4.4) (and the fact that H—° < H~*) finally allows to
bring the supremum in time inside expectation and conclude the validity of (1.6). O

4.1. Preparations. In the following, we assume p > 2. In the critical case « + /2 =1—1/p, it will be
useful to work with a weak solution #° satisfying the decomposition in (3.2). However, we do not know
a priori that such solution #° exists on every probability space, so we cannot compare directly any weak
solution with 6°. To overcome this issue, we use a Yamada-Watanabe argument.

For this, consider two weak L' N LP solutions 6!, #2 on the tuple space (2, A, F¢, P, (W¥*);) (see
Definition 2.4). Let §° = %< 4 0%> be a solution on the tuple (20, A%, F? PY (W%¥),) with the bound
(3.1) and the decomposition property in (3.2) for some € > 0. For p > 2, by Remark 2.6, the stochastic
gSQG equation (2.9) is equivalent to the integral equation (2.11) on H 2, in particular we can regard
these solutions as random variables with values in C;(H ~2). The Yamada-Watanabe argument gives:

Lemma 4.2. There exists a filtered probability space (Q, A, Fi. ) (satisfying the standard assumption)
a cylindrical Fy-Brownian motion (Wk)k and F;-progressively measurable processes 6°: <, 6o >, 91 62
such that (W), 09<,09>), resp. (W*)y,0",02), has the same law of (W%F), %< 90>), resp. of
(WH)k,0',0%) (on the space CNxCy(H2)2). In particular, taking 6° = 6%<+0%> (Q, A, F,, P, (W¥),,, 67)

is a weak solution to (2.9), fori=0,1,2.

The argument to show Lemma 4.2 is classical and there are many variants, see for example [74]. In
the context of weak-strong uniqueness for stochastic PDEs, a similar use has been done, for example, in
[11, Theorem 4.3 and Theorem 4.4]: in the context of stochastic compressible Navier-Stokes equations,
the authors establish a pathwise weak-strong uniqueness and then use a Yamada-Watanabe argument to
show weak-strong uniqueness in law. The main point here, working in the critical case, is that we copy
the components #%< and §%> of the “good” solution 6° and the couple 8, #2. This will allow us both to
work with %S and to get pathwise uniqueness and uniqueness in law at once.

Proof. Tn the proof, we will use the notation W = (W), W0 = (WoF), W = (Wk),. We call
Law(0%<,0%>)(- | W9 = w°) a regular version of the conditional law of (0%< 0%>) given W, and
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analogously Law(6',0%)(- | W = w) a regular version of the conditional law of (§!,62) given W (existence
and a.e. uniqueness of the regular version follow from [4, Theorem 5.3.1]). We define

Q=CNx C(H?)? x C(H2)?,

and we take W and %< %> 4! 6 as the canonical projections on CN and on Cy(H~2)% x Cy(H?)?,
respectively. We take A as the Borel g-algebra on 2, enlarged with the P-null sets, and

P(d(w,o"<,0%>, &', &?))
=PV (dw) ®Law( <,0%7) (A<, da®> | W0 = @) ® Law(0', 0%)(da!, do? | W = w),

where PV is the cylindrical Wiener measure. Fmally we take ]-'t as the filtration generated by W, %<, 6%>, 6, 92
and by the P-null sets and we set ]-'t = ﬂé<t}' , for each ¢ > 0. One can show as in the proof of 8,
Proposition 2.5, point (1)] that (Q, A, (F;);,P) satisfies the standard assumption and that W is a cylin-

drical (F;);-Brownian motion. The fact that (W,0%<,0%>), resp. (W,0',62), has the same law of
(WO0,0%< 6%>) resp. of (W,0!,02) follows by construction. In particular, since (W,0'), (W, 6?) and
(W©,6°) are weak L' N L? solutions, also (W, éi), i=0,1,2, are weak L' N L? solutions to (2.9). O

The following lemma plays a key role in controlling the nonlinear term; it is crucial to show Theorem
4.1 in the full subcritical and critical range.

Lemma 4.3. Let o € (0,1), 8 € (0,1) and p € (1,00) satisfy
p 1 p 1
2 - P~
5 <a< 5’ + 9 »

Then for any f € L*"P? and g € H*=*8/2 it holds fg € H* P/2 with

1F 9ll zresr2 S I fllir-pnllgllzra-as/z- (4.5)

Proof. We can apply the fractional Leibniz rule, as stated in [48, Theorem 1], to find

1F 9l gra-sr2 = IA°7P72(F g)llz2 S AP fllzonllglzo + [ Fllzea A7/ 2g]| Los (4.6)

for suitably chosen parameters (p;, ¢;) satisfying 1/p; +1/¢; = 1/2. Set f = A*F/2f G = A*=5/2g: then
by Lemma A.1, f € L1=*=8/2p 5 H'=2% Under our assumptions on a, 3, p one can easily check that

1-B8)p<2, (1foz—é)2<2

in particular, this implies that f and g belong to suitable L*9 spaces with sq < 2, and the same must
hold for f, g. Therefore we are in the position to apply Lemma A.1, to deduce that

e gemm g Lol 1-a=B2 1 _1 1-a-pp
PP 2 Q2 2
where by assumption
RRE A
roo@a 2 p 2 2
Similarly, one has
felLr GeL” for i:l_ﬂ, 1_1 1-2
p2 P 2 @ 2 2
where again 1/pa + 1/g2 = 1/2. Inserting these embeddings in inequality (4.6) yields (4.5). O

20



4.2. Proof of uniqueness. We are ready to prove Theorem 4.1. In the following, G1_g/2 is the Green
kernel of the fractional Laplacian (—A)'~=8/2 i.e., in Fourier modes,

G1—5/2(n) — |n|72(1fﬁ/2),

We take G‘ls_ﬂ/2 as the Fourier cutoff of Gy_g/5. Precisely, for any § € (0,1), let p5 € C°(R4,Ry)
be such that 0 < ¢s < 1 on Ry, w5 = 1 on [§,1/6], ¢s = 0 on [0,6/2] and on [2/6,+00), we set
Gf_ﬂ/Q(n) = G1_p/2(n)ps(In|). In particular, we have, for every s € R, for every f with finite H*~2*7
norm,

1GY g2 * fllge <NG1—gjo* Fllgge = 1fllgemass-

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Step 1: In the first step, we show that it is enough to prove, for some given
e > 0, the stability bound (4.2) for all §! = < 4 9> satisfying the decomposition (3.2) for that e. Let
9! and 62 be two given solutions on the same tuple (Q, A, (F;)¢, P, (W¥*),). Let 60 = 6%< + %> be a
solution satisfying the decomposition (3.2), with the same initial condition 6} and forcing term f! of 9.
Construct §%<, §%>, ! and 62 as in Lemma 4.2. Then, by the stability bound applied to 6° and 6*, we
deduce that §° = @', This in turns implies the stability bound (4.2) for #' and 62, which is (4.2) for 6"
and 62, having (6", 6?) the same law as (6',6%). Analogously, in the subcritical case a + 3/2 < 1 —1/p,
it is enough to prove the stability bound (4.2) for all ' satisfying the inequality (3.1).

Step 2: Here we prove the stability estimate (4.2) for two solutions 6, #? on the same tuple
(A, (F)e, P, (WH5),), assuming thatassuming that: a) in the critical case, for ¢ > 0 to be deter-
mined later, ! = 01:< 4 61> satisfies the decomposition (3.2); b) in the subcritical case, 6* satisfies the
inequality (3.1). For simplicity of notation, in the subcritical case we take 1> = 0, §1:< = §*.

Take £ = 01 —02. We consider the evolution of the quantity (£, Gf_ﬂ/Q *£), which is an approximation

of the negative Sobolev norm ||| Recalling (1.12) and exploiting Itd formula (for the SPDE

(2.11) on H~2), we have

2
H-1+8/2"

A€, GY_gja &) = = 2(G]_g/p % & ut - VE At = 2(GY_g /5 ¥ &, u- V) At + co(GY_g ¥ &, AE) dt
+ Y (G ok (0k - VE), 00 - VE AL +2D (G5 % & 0% - VE) AWF

k>1 E>1
+2(G] g & = 7 dt
= —2(G] g x&ut - VE At — 2G5y % & u- VO dt
+(Tr[(Q(0) = QUN)D*GY_ ()] ¥ &, €) dt =2 (VGY_j 5 # &, 03,8) AW
k>1
+2(G)_gppx & 1= [P dt
=20 dt + 213 dt + JOdt + 2 MY dW* + 21} dt.

k>1

(4.7)

For every § > 0, the stochastic integral is a martingale with zero expectation, by Lemma 2.3, because
VG‘LMQ *& is bounded by Sobolev embedding and so the integrand & Vfoﬁ/Q *£ isin Lg"wLQ. Therefore,
taking the expectation in (4.7), we obtain

t t t t
E(&, G _g/9%&) :E<go,G'{_ﬂ/2*§0>+2E/ Ifds+2E/ Igds+21E/ J5ds+2E/ I9ds. (4.8)
0 0 0 0

For each term above, first we pass to the limit as § — 0 and then we provide suitable bounds, in view of
applying Gronwall inequality.
Term I{: Calling

I = —(GY s % & ut - VE)
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and applying the same arguments of the bound (4.9) (with p = 0)
1B = 11| S €l g-ararz (VG g2 = VGi_gsa) % Ell grama-ssz 10| s

R 1/2
< lel-nears 10 s ([ (1= g2 2+ E @ an)

Hence, recalling that, L' N L? < H~%t#/2 by Lemma A.2, we obtain I} — I, in L., as d — 0 by
dominated convergence.
Now we analyse the term I;. We split the term I; as

L =17 + 17 = —(Gi_gja x &,ub” - VE) — (Gr_gja x &, ub = - VE),

where ub> = Kg* 01>, ub< = Kg* <. Take

1 -1
pG(O,lfoz—g) with oz+p<§, q:(l—a—g—p)

Here we exploit Lemma 4.3 (with « replaced by a + p), together with integration by parts and duality,
getting for some constant C; = C1(a, B, p),

S| = [(Giogo * & ub= - VE)| = (VGi_g/2 * &, VTGr_gj2 + 0" &)
< ||§||H7a+ﬂ/2fp||VG1—B/2 *& - VLGl—6/2 *Ob< | fra—s/240
< Cl||§||H—a+ﬂ/z—p||VG1—;3/2 * §||H17a—p—ﬂ/2||VLG1—ﬂ/2 * 91’<||L1—ﬂ,ﬁ
<

CLllENT - asnso-p 075
(4.9)

Note that, by Theorem 3.1,
10" Lge, e < C < o0,

for some constant C' = a(af, p,€,05, f1), both in the critical case, by the decomposition (3.2), and in
the subcritical case, taking C' = [|6g]|L1nze + | f |23 (£1Lr), Dy the bound (3.1) on % = §%<. On the
other hand, exploiting interpolation ([6, Proposition 1.32]) and Young inequalities, we have

2 2(1—a—p)
1€N% —arsrz—n S UENESrn o llEl 4 aisse < CONENZ —rense + MlIEN T —ass/e
for some 1 > 0 and Cy = Ca(n) > 0. We obtain

5] < CLCo C 1€l —1ia2 + CLCNNENS - ass o (4.10)

Concerning the term 17", we repeat the bounds in (4.9) with p = 0 and replacing %< with 6%>. We get,
for some C5 = C5(a, ),

17 < CsllEl—assa 1077 NLr < CsellElfy—asvee (4.11)

Combining (4.10) and (4.11), we arrive at

t t t
E/ L] ds < (016n+035)1E/ €1, arsyo ds + Cy 0261@/ 1€, s ds. (4.12)
0 0 0

Term IJ: Arguing as for I, we get that I converges in Liﬁt to
Iy = —(Grpja x &u-VO?) = (VG 5/ %€,V Gy _ppx£0°) =0 (4.13)

(as expected by the conservation of the H#/2=1 norm).
Term J°: By Parseval identity, we get

5 = (TH[(Q(0) —~ QDG p()] #£,6) = /

]R‘Z

E(n)F (T(Q0) = QIND*GI_5()]) (n) d.
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On the term with @, we write
FQDG]_y)(n) = (F(Q) + F(DG]_s5)) (n)
o n—k®(Mn-—=k
_ /Rsz Ky CF2E (k) <Id( |n)_ k(:|2 >> ke kdk

= [ (n— k) CPIPL Gy o (k) d,
R2

where we used that P ,n = P,k and that |PL ,k|?> = |Kk|? — mnikl‘cz)) On the other hand, being
Q(0) = 2¢§T with ¢o given by (2.5), we have

F(TQ(0)D*G_ o)) (n) = 4cIn*G_g 5(n)

= [ PP EL ()

= [ n= BB PG ) a
We arrive at
7= [ [ =k E P i (G a(m) = GEya(0) (@.14)
At this point, we pass to the limit as 6 — 0 and we use the following key results from [41]:

Theorem 4.4. Let & in LS, (L' N L?). The it holds

lim]E/ J0ds —/ / E|§s 1> (n — k)~ (2+2a) |pL Wl (|n|—2+6 _ |I<:|_2+B) dk dn ds
R2 xR?

§—0
::/0 /}R2E|fs(n)|2F(n)dnds ::E/Otst

where the function F is bounded and satisfies, for some constants K = K, g and Cy = Cy(a, ),
F(n) < —K|n|72@=8/2) 4 ¢y |n|20-8/2),

We conclude on J that

t t
B[ 7as< KB [ el cponds+ GE / A (4.15)

Term I?: As 6 — 0, the term I? converges to Iy = (G1_g/2 * & 1 — f%). We have

t t
E / I ds < / EEl irovemrel 1 — F2lgssnre ds
0 0 (4.16)

t
< [ BUER, wop 2 = Pllgovansds.
Conclusion: Now we choose 1 > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that
Ch CT] K/8 035 K/8

We take the limit 6 — in the equality (4.8) and combine (4.12), (4.13), (4.15) and (4.16), obtaining, for
some constant Cs = Cs(a, 3, p, 0, C),

T PR N | SRS / TR

t
<Cs E/O ”‘ESH?{—HB/z ds + 2/0 E[||‘ESH§;—1+B/2]1/2HJC51 - f52||H—1+B/2 ds.
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Calling

B(t) = BNl rrnys + S B / 1Py arsyad

we have

t t
h(t) < h(0) + C’s/o h(s)ds + 2/0 £ = F2l grorasseh(s) /2 ds.

Applying Grénwall inequality, we get

t
Bt) < < (1) +2 [ 172 = F2lgoriornh(s)!72 ds).

Applying now Bihari inequality, we arrive at

t
(02 < 0 (1(0) + [ 152 = £lmrens ds).
0

which implies (4.2). The proof is complete. U

4.3. Vanishing viscosity limit and smooth approximations. Having established well-posedness of
solutions, we can now pass to understand whether suitable approximations schemes will converge to our
solutions. We will do it for vanishing viscosity and smoothing approximations.

We start with a lemma establishing strong existence and uniqueness of solutions for the dissipative
stochastic gSQG equations. The notion of solution we consider is analogous to Definition 2.4, thus for
simplicity we omit the full details.

Lemma 4.5. Let p € [2,00], a € (0,1), 8 € (0,1) and v > 0; let (Q, A, F;,P) be a filtered probability
space carrying a family (Wk)kzl of independent Brownian motions. Then there exists a probabilistically
strong solution to the viscous stochastic gSQG equation

doy + (Kg*67) - Vo, dt + odW, - VO, = [VAO” + ft] dt, 0|0 = 0o, (4.17)
which satisfies the P-a.s. bounds

t
107 |a < 60| +/ [ fsllLads Vt>0,q¢€][l,p], (4.18)
0

t 1 t 2
y/ V612 ds < 5(|\90|\L2+/ ||f5||L2ds) Vit > 0. (4.19)
0 0
Moreover, pathwise uniqueness holds in the class of solutions to (4.17) satifying (4.18)-(4.19).

Proof. The existence of weak solutions can be established by compactness arguments, exactly as in
Section 3; for this reason, let us only explain a bit loosely how to achieve the bounds (4.18)-(4.19),
manipulating everything as if it were smooth. Estimate (4.18) can be derived similarly to (3.4), as the
additional presence of vA#” can only help dissipating LP-norms faster; for an alternative argument, based
on computing the evolution of d [, g(0f (z)) dz for convex functions g (like a — |a|?), we refer to [42,
Proposition 3.1]. Estimate (4.19) follows by energy estimates: testing the SPDE against 6” itself, using
the fact that the noise is divergence free and in Stratonovich form, one would formally find the P-a.s.
identity

d v 174 174
1 72 + 20 V67 || 2 = 2007, f2).-

Defining h(t) := [|67 |22 + 2v [ [ V6% | 12 ds, it then holds

A, e 1 d 1 16112
—h(t)? = t) = 0V, f) < 2 < 2
dt ( ) 2h( )1/2 dt ( ) h(t) < t’ft> ( )1/2 HftHL HftHL

integrating in time, using the definition of A(¢) and the fact that h(0) = ||6o|| 12, after some rearrangements

one arrives at (4.19).
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Assume now that we are given two solutions 6¥, 6 solving (4.17), then the difference £ = ¥ — v
satisfies

dé 4+ [N(67) = N(6)] dt = vAEdt — o dW - VE = (v + ¢o)AEdt — AW - VE (4.20)
where we used A to denote the nonlinearity as in Section 2.2. Noticing that V& € L L?L2, so that
the It6 part of the stochastic integral appearing in (4.20) is a well-defined L2-valued martingale, while
the term (v + co) A€ belongs to L2H !, we can apply [76, Theorem 2.13] and exploit the cancellations

coming from the It6—Stratonovich corrector to deduce that P-a.s. it holds

d &z
dt 2
From here, by classical arguments for monotone (S)PDEs (cf. [34, 77] and the references therein) allow
to reduce the problem of uniqueness to devising good estimates for the nonlinear function A/. In our
case, since 8 € (0, 1), using the divergence-free property of Kz it holds
[N(07) = N(07), &) = [(Bp % &) - VO )| < 1K * &l V07 || 22 1€l 2
S Eg # &l o-s VO | L2l|€el 2 S (1€l V07 2] €el 22

By Young’s inequality one can then arrive at

+|[VElT = —(N(87) = N (6)), &).

d ||§t|‘%2 v 2 2 2

- = 2 < 1 91/ 2 2

SR L 2IVEIR S 0+ VeI el
and thus deduce that £ = 0 by Gronwall lemma, since 14|V |2, is locally integrable. Having established
weak existence and pathwise uniqueness, strong existence then follows by Yamada—Watanabe. O

Armed with Lemma 4.5, we can now establish convergence of the viscous solutions 6 to 6, with
quantitative rates as v — 0.

Proposition 4.6. Let o, 3, p be as in Theorem 1.1, 6y € L* N LP, f € L ([0,+00); L' N LP). Let

(Q, A, F;,P) be a filtered probability space carrying a family (W*),>1 of independent Brownian motions.

For any v > 0 let 0¥ the unique strong solution to (4.17) associated to (0o, f), similarly 0 be the unique

strong solution to (2.9). Then there exists a constant C > 0, depending on «, B, p, 0o and f such that
sup E[||0y — 9t||§-15/2,1] < CeTC2=B2=a vy >0, T > 0. (4.21)

t€[0,T]
Remark 4.7. Under condition (4.1), 8/24 a < 1, thus the exponent 2— /2 — « in the viscosity parameter
v satisfies

o 0
2

1
—az1l+4->1;
p

in particular, the r.h.s. of (4.21) vanishes as ¥ — 0. Furthermore, the smaller o and 8 are, the faster the
rate of convergence.

Proof. Define £€¥ = 0¥ — 6, so that it solves the SPDE in It6 form
de” + [N(6”) = N(0)] dt + VE u - AW = [coAE” + vAG”] dt

We can now proceed exactly in the same way as in the proof of Theorem 4.1, up to replacing the term
f1— f? with vA@”. The resulting term 12, which previously was an approximation of 2(¢, f1 — f2) 74/2-1,
will now converge to

¢ ¢
21// (€2, VA0Y) yyp/2m1 ds = 21// (IV|P=2¢% vAgY) ds.
0 0

Performing the same estimates as in the proof of Theorem 4.1, based on the validity of estimates (4.18)
for 6 (which takes the role of #?) and the decomposition § = > + < (which takes the role of 1), we
therefore end up finding constants K7, K5 > 0 such that

t t t
EI€2, 1.s)st KIE / IE212, e ds < Ko / 1E211%, 11 aya st 20 / E[(V]*~2¢, A8")] ds.
0 0 0
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(4.22)

We now want to estimate the last term on the r.h.s. of (4.22) in a way that it can be controlled by the a
priori estimate (4.19) and the coercive term [|§”(| ;;-a+s/2 appearing on the r.h.s. To this end, we perform
the estimate

(IVIP72(07 = 61), A07) = (|V|P/272(0] — 0,), V|2 A0y)
07 = 04 oo l[|VIP/2H0 72007 | 12

<l
<O = Ocll grosa—o 107 [l gr6/24 4

Plugging this into (4.22) and applying Young’s inequality, we find

d v Kl v o v ‘ v
SO = 014 5 B0 — 01l ] < RO = O]+ 02 [ BB )

for some new constant Ko, depending on K; and Ks. Notice that under our assumptions /2 + « < 1;
thus by interpolation, for any fixed T' > 0 we have the P-a.s. estimate

T T B/2+a (T 1-B/2—
o N e R R S e T

2
5 V2—ﬂ/2—oz Tl—B/Q—a (||90HL2 + Hf”Ll([O,T];LZ))

where in the last passage we applied (4.18)-(4.19). Therefore we are in the position to apply Gronwall to

conclude that

~ T
sup [0 = 0%] < X [ IO 00 dr
te[0,7] 0

- 2
< eKzTTl—B/Q—a (HQOHLZ + Hf”Ll([O,T];L?)) V2—B/2—a

Up to relabelling constants, using the fact that T1=8/2=a can always be reabsorbed in the exponential
upon modifying Ko, we deduce the validity of (4.21). a

We now pass to consider smoothened approximations. Here, we take the same setting as in the
beginning of Section 3.1: given filtered probability space (€2, A, F;,P) carrying a family (W*)g>q of
independent Brownian motions, and a family of radial mollifiers {p°}s-0, we look at solutions 6° to (3.3).
In light of Theorem 1.1, we can now assume the solution 6 associated to (6p, f) to be defined on the same
probability space as well.

Proposition 4.8. Let a, 3, p be as in Theorem 1.1, 6y € L* N LP, f € LL ([0, +00); L N LP). Let 6°
be solutions to (3.3) associated to (63, f°), 0 the unique solution to (2.9) associated to (6o, f). Then for
any T < 0o, m € [1,00) and e € (0,1/2) it holds that

: ) m
e[ s (107 o] =0, (4.23)
Proof. The argument is basically an application of the Gyongy—Krylov Lemma, cf. [49, Lemma 1.1].
Indeed, consider the family of random variables {(6°,6, W)}s-o; arguing as in Section 3, in particu-
lar applying Lemma 3.5, this family is tight in C([0,T]; H,)? x C}. One can then argue as in the
proof of Theorem 3.1 to consider a subsequence {(é‘s",én,W")}n, on a new probability space, which
in convergence in that topology. However, by passing to the limit, one then produces two solutions
(0',6%) = lim,, ;00 (A", 6™) which both solve the SPDE (2.9) for same noise W = lim,, W", and same
data (6, f). In light of Theorem 1.1, this implies that §! = % = 6 and so that

lim Ep| sup [|§% 79||H4 = lim IE@,{ sup [|6% — 8] ,--| = 0.
n—00 te[0,T] v n—00 t€[0,T) “
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As the argument holds for any subsequence {#°},, one can extract, as well as for any ¢ > 0, we conclude
that

limEp| sup [0° — 0|, =0 Ve>0. (4.24)
6—0 te[o,T] v

From here, using the uniform bounds (3.4) in L' N L?, it is easy to upgrade the convergence in H_° to
remove the weight and obtain (4.23). O

APPENDIX A. SOME USEFUL LEMMAS

This appendix comprises a collection of standard analytic results we used throughout the paper.
Although our setting is on R, for simplicity here we allow R? for any d > 2.

Recall the notation A = |V| and the Bessel spaces L*? as defined in Section 1.5.
Lemma A.1. Let s € R, 1 <p < oco0. Then:

(1) For any r € (0,s), A" is a bijection from L>P to L¥="?, and |A" |l jo-rp = | Flljon-
(2) If s <d and q € (p,00) satisfy

1 1 S

p q d
then L3% < L and || fllze S 1f|l e

Proof. Point i) is a consequence of the semigroup property A®* = A®*~"A"; point ii) follows from [47,
Theorem 1.2.3]. O

Lemma A.2. L'(R?) N L?(R?) continuously embeds in H=* for any s € [0,1).

Proof. Let p € (1,2], then by [6, Corollary 1.39] L? continuously embeds in H? for y = 1 — %. By our

assumption and interpolation, f € L for any p € [1, 2], which concludes the proof. 0

The next elementary statement, roughly informing us that we can split any LP function into a small
LP part and a large LP N L*° one, is central to our main strategy to achieve uniqueness for “critical” p.

Lemma A.3. Let p € [1,00), ¢ € LP; for any R € (0,+00), set o> (x) := o(@)Ljp@) >k, S (2) =
o(z) — > f(x). Then it holds

le<Rlle < B Fllllzs Yo € lp,oc], R € (0,00),  lim [[>F|Lo = 0. (A1)
Similarly, given a sequence {¢"}, such that ™ — ¢ in LP, it holds

le™<H e < Rl 7 Vg € lp,oc], RE€(0,00),  lim sup ™| Lo =0. (A.2)

— 0 neN
For p, R as above, f € L} LP, similarly defining f7%(x) := fe(@) L5, @) |> R ffR(:c) = fi(x) — t7 R (), it
holds
<R _e L .
IS0 5 < REIf,, Vae o Re @00, Jim IRy =0 (A3)
t

Similarly, given a sequence {f"}, such that f* — f in L}LP, it holds

R b
”ftm< |« < Rl_g”f"HZle Vq € [p,oo], R€(0,00), lim sup Hf"’>RHL§LP =0. (A4)
P
L} La t R—00 peN

Proof. It suffices to show (A.3)-(A.4), since the analogues (A.1)-(A.2) follows by regarding ¢™ as time-

dependent functions. The first bound in (A.3) comes from explicit computation, the second is a conse-

quence of dominated convergence. The second statement in (A.4) is a consequence of Vitali’s convergence

theorem. O
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Similarly to Section 3, for d > 2, let us consider the weight w(z) = (1 + |2|?)~%/?~1; correspondingly,

for s € R, we define the weighted Sobolev space H; as the closure of smooth functions under the norm

lellms, = llpwl e,

for any s € R. It is immediate to verify that H; as defined is a Hilbert space.

Lemma A.4. Let s € R. The following hold:
i) The embedding H® — H? is bounded.
il) The embedding H® — H2™¢ is compact, for any e > 0.
ili) If ¢ — ¢ in HS,, then o™ — ¢ in HY .
iv) For any so < s1 and 0 € (0,1), setting sg = 0so + (1 — 0)s1, we have the interpolation estimate

el < ellfgso ool 5pat (A.5)

Proof. i) Notice that w is smooth, w € W' N W#> for all k € N. In particular, w belongs to the
Besov-Holder space B, , for any s € R. By standard paraproducts in Besov spaces [6], it follows that

lpwllers S llella—-llwl gz S lellae-

ii) Let {¢™},, be a bounded sequence in H®; by weak compactness, without loss of generality we may
assume that ¢™ — ¢ for some ¢ € H®. We claim that o™ — ¢ in H;°.

To this end, let h € C2° be a smooth radial function such that » =1 on B; and h = 0 on BS; for any
R >0, set hft := h(-/R), wSF := whP w>F = w(1 — hf). Using Leibniz’s formula, it’s easy to verify
that for any £ € N and R > 1 it holds

[ D*[w(1 —h™)||, . SRR (A.6)

~

Now let us decompose
Sﬁn _ sDmg}%’, + (Pn,>R7 san,gl‘:\’, — (pnhR, (Pn,>R = s071(1 _ hR>,

similarly for ¢ = ST 4+ >, For any fixed R > 1, since h® is smooth, @SB —~ oS in H*: since they
are also uniformly compactly supported, it follows that they converge strongly in H*~¢. By Point 1),
strong convergence in H:~¢ holds as well. On the other hand, in light of (A.6) and paraproducts, the
tails "> can be made arbitrarily small in H? by taking R large enough, since

n,>R||HfU ’LU(l _ hR)HB‘;‘Jgj 5 Rfde_

e S Nl

Combining these facts, the desired convergence ¢™ — ¢ in H: ¢ follows
iii) Let o™ — ¢ in HE and ¢ € C°. Since ¢ is compactly supported, pw™
therefore again by paraproducts

1 is a smooth function;

1™ = @) ¥llas = 10" = @) ww™ Pllas S I(¢" = @) wlalw™ Dl gosr o So 0" = @l

which implies that ¢™ ¢ — @ in H".
iv) This follows immediately from the same interpolation inequality in H*®-spaces, applied to ¢ =
pw. O
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