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NON-UNIQUENESS OF HOLDER CONTINUOUS SOLUTIONS FOR STOCHASTIC EULER
AND HYPODISSIPATIVE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS

KUSH KINRA AND UJJWAL KOLEY

ABSTRACT. Here we construct infinitely many Hoélder continuous global-in-time and stationary solutions to the
stochastic Euler and hypodissipative Navier-Stokes equations in the space C(R; C’ﬁ) for0 <9 < %B, with0 < 8 < ﬁ
and 0 < B < min{%7 ﬁ} respectively. A modified stochastic convex integration scheme, using Beltrami flows
as building blocks and propagating inductive estimates both pathwise and in expectation, plays a pivotal role to
improve the regularity of Hélder continuous solutions for the underlying equations. As a main novelty with respect

to the related literature, our result produces solutions with noteworthy Holder exponents.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The equations. In this article, we are interested in Euler and hypodissipative Navier-Stokes equations perturbed
by additive noise in a three-dimensional torus T® = R3/(27Z)3. The stochastic hypodissipative Navier-Stokes
equations are given by

{m+[WAVu+&Wu®u)+VM&=dW} in Rx T3, a1

divu =0, in Rx T3,

where u(t,x) : R x T3 — R3, p(t,2) : R x T? — R represent the velocity field and pressure field, respectively, at
time ¢t and position z, and viscosity coefficient v > 0. Here W is a GG*-Wiener process on some probability space
(9, F,P), where G is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator from U to L2 for some Hilbert space U and L2 denotes the space
of L? functions which are mean-free and divergence-free. The dissipation is fractional in the sense that it assumes
the form of a fractional power (—A)® of the Laplacian ([38]), and hypodissipative in the sense that a € (0, 1).

'3
Moreover, the stochastic Euler equations are given by

du + [div(u ® w) + Vp]dt =dW, in R x T3, 12

divu =0, in Rx T2 '

Throughout this work, we focus on analytically weak solutions which satisfies stochastic hypodissipative Navier-
Stokes equations (1.1) and stochastic Euler equations (1.2) in the following sense:
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Definition 1.1. We say that (0, F,{Fi}ier,P),u, W) is an analytically weak solution to the stochastic hypodis-
sipative Navier-Stokes equations (1.1) and stochastic Euler equations (1.2) for v > 0 and v = 0, respectively,
provided

(1) (2, F,{Fit}er,P) is a stochastic basis with a complete right continuous filtration;

(2) W is an R3-valued, divergence-free and spatial mean free, two-sided GG*-Wiener process with respect to
the filtration {Fi}ter;

(3) the velocity uw € C(R x T3) P-a.s. and is {F;}ier-adapted;

(4) for every —oo < s <t < o, the following holds P-a.s.

{(u(t), vy + / {div(u(r) ® u(r)),vydr

= (u(s),v) - V/ ((=4)%u(r), vydr + (W(t) = W(s),v)
for all v e C*(T3) with divv = 0.

Our first aim is to prove non-uniqueness of solutions in the class of Holder continuous functions under suitable
assumption on noise. Secondly, we prove the existence and non-uniqueness of global stationary solutions in the
Holder space. Here, stationarity is interpreted in terms of the shift invariance of laws governing solutions on the
space of trajectories (see Definition 1.2 below and [22]). To be more specific, we define the joint trajectory space
for the solution and the driving Wiener process as follows:

T :=C[R;C") x C(R;C"),
for some k > 0. Also let S;, t € R, be a shifts on trajectories given by
St(uvw)() = (’LL( + t),W( + t) - W(t))a te Rv (’LL,W) eT.

We observe that the shift in the second component operates differently to ensure that for a Wiener process W, the
shift S;W remains a Wiener process.

Definition 1.2. We say that ((Q, F, {Fi}ier, P),u, W) is a stationary solution to the hypodissipative Navier-Stokes
equations (1.1) and stochastic Euler equations (1.2) provided it satisfies (1.1) and (1.2), respectively, in the sense
of Definition 1.1 and its law is shift invariant, that is,

L[Si(u, W)] = L[u, W], forall teR.

1.2. Convex integration related results. Convex integration has its beginnings, at least in the deterministic setting,
in the work of Nash [33] and Kuiper [28] on C'-isometric embeddings of Riemannian manifolds. In the context of
fluid flow models, convex integration techniques have been used successfully by De Lellis and Székelyhidi [14] to
construct non-unique weak solutions for the incompressible Euler equations in the class of L® functions. Since their
method was based on Tartar’s plane wave analysis ([39]), it was not supporting to construct continuous solutions.
A significant advancement occurred when De Lellis and Székelyhidi ([15]) made use of Beltrami waves (introduced
in [8] long back) as building blocks. Later, in [16], they were able to construct infinitely many weak solutions in
the Holder space C 7~ with the help of Beltrami waves, which proved to be a significant step towards well-known
Onsager’s conjecture ([34]). Finally, the author in [25] was able to provide a rigorous proof of Onsager’s conjecture,
see [3] also. A new class of construction blocks, known as Mikado flows, was taken into consideration by Daneri
and Székelyhidi in [12], which led to significant advancements over the original techniques. A short while later, the
authors in [4] presented an additional kind of building blocks, known as intermittent Beltrami flows, to demonstrate
the non-uniqueness of weak solutions to the 3D Navier-Stokes equations. We also refer readers to [5] for a detailed
study of convex integration techniques.

Given this long list of deterministic results on non-uniqueness, one would naturally wonder if the situation is
different when stochastic forces are present. In fact, it is a well-known that certain PDEs can be regularized by
applying random forces to the equation under the right circumstances. This is because some ill-posed deterministic
problems have well-posed stochastic counterparts. To put it briefly, the phenomenon of regularization by noise
occurs when there is enough active noise, acting non-trivially in multiple directions, to push solutions away from
singularities in the underlying vector field, see [1, 6, 18, 19], etc.

Given these outcomes, the ill-posedness results from convex integration techniques previously described did not
exclude the possibility that their stochastic counterparts could be well-posed. But, the authors in [24] dashed
widespread expectations that (pathwise) uniqueness may exist for well-known fluid dynamical stochastic partial
differential equations (SPDEs). More precisely, the authors in [24] introduced a stochastic version of convex
integration technique and establish the non-uniqueness in law of stochastic 3D Navier-Stokes equations. Note that
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the authors in [24] used stopping time arguments to produce the required result. Later, many mathematicians
followed the work [24] and obtained non-uniqueness of many other stochastic models, see [10, 21, 23, 27, 30, 37, 41],
and references therein. Thereafter, the authors in [10] develop a new stochastic convex integration scheme which
allow us to avoid stopping time arguments, see also [22, 31], etc. More specifically, the authors in [10] were able to
iterate inductive estimates in expectation in the stochastic convex integration scheme and utilized stationary Mikado
flows as building blocks. Recently, the authors in [31] used Beltrami waves as building blocks and iterated inductive
estimates both pathwise as well as in expectation in their inductive scheme. This simplifies the computations and
enhance the regularity of the solutions.

The goal of this work is to implement the concepts of [10, 31] to stochastic hypodissipative Navier-Stokes
equations as well as stochastic Euler equations. In particular, inspired by the work of [10, 31], we demonstrate
existence of infinitely many global (in-time) solutions by implementing the idea of iterating both pathwise estimates
and expectation estimates in the inductive scheme. Note that convex integration techniques have also been applied
to the fractional (hypodissipative as well as hyperdissipative) Navier-Stokes equations, in two and three spatial
dimensions, and in both the deterministic and stochastic cases, we refer the readers to the works [7, 17, 32, 40],
and references therein. Moreover, the Euler equations (deterministic and stochastic) has a rich literature in the
context of convex integration, we refer readers to the works [2, 3, 5, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 20, 21, 22, 25, 30, 31], and
references therein.

1.3. Scope of the paper. As already studied in the literature, one can establish existence of infinitely many global
and stationary solutions to the three-dimensional stochastic Euler equations perturbed by an additive noise in
L2 (]22]) and C? for some small ¥ > 0 ([31]) as well. More specifically, very recent works [30, 31] by Lii et.
al. established existence of Hélder continuous solutions for the system (1.2) which is far away from the C3-
regularity (see Remark 1.5 below). However, for deterministic Euler equations, it has been established in [3, 25]
that one can construct the solutions belonging to the Holder space Ccs. Therefore, in this context, there is a
huge gap between results on deterministic and stochastic Euler equations, and our main aim is to bridge this gap.
Indeed, in an attempt to reduce the gap, our first main result focuses on the non-uniqueness of the global ¥-Hdolder
continuous solutions to the stochastic hypodissipative Navier-Stokes equations (1.1) and stochastic Euler equations
(1.2) for some noteworthy Holder exponent ¢ > 0. We also mention that, convex integration solutions for stochastic
hypodissipative Navier-Stokes equations have been discussed in [37, 41], and these results are based on the stopping
time arguments. Let us now state our first main result for (1.1) and (1.2), whereas the proofs follow from Theorems
3.8 and 7.5, respectively.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that o € (0,%) and Tr((—A)2H7"2GG*) < oo for some o > 1, then there exist infinitely
many analytically weak solutions to (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.1 with {F;}wer being the normal filtration

generated by the Wiener process W, which belongs to C(R; C?) for any 9 € (0, %ﬁ) with (8 € (O,min{ 1_320‘, 2—14})

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that Tr((—A)%J“’GG*) < o for some o = 1, then there exist infinitely many analytically
weak solutions to (1.2) in the sense of Definition 1.1 with {F;}wer being the normal filtration generated by the
Wiener process W, which belongs to C(R; CV) for any ¥ € (0, %[3) with B € (O, ﬁ)

Remark 1.5. Here, we shall mention the difference between the previous works and this work for stochastic Euler
equations. In the work [30] (see [31, Remark 1.3]), the author demonstrate the existence of Hélder continuous
solutions to system (1.2) with ¥ € (O,min{m, ﬁ}), whereas in [31], the authors obtained similar result for

¥ € ((O,in)in{ﬁ, 1) In this work, we have constructed solutions to system (1.2) for any ¢ € (0,28) with
Be(0,5)-

The second result establishes the existence and non-uniqueness of stationary solutions to stochastic hypodissi-
pative Navier-Stokes equations (1.1) and stochastic Euler equations (1.2) in the Holder space. Let us now state our
second main result for (1.1) and (1.2).

Theorem 1.6. Suppose that o € (0, %) and Tr((—A)2H7~2GG*) < o for some o > 1, then there exist infinitely
many stationary solutions to (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.2. Furthermore, solution u belongs to C(R; C?”) for
1—

any ¥ € (0, %ﬁ) with (8 € (O, min{%, 2—14}) satisfying

1
2
n

supE[ sup |U(S)|C19:|<OC.
teR | t<s<t+1

Theorem 1.7. Suppose that Tr((—A)3 T2 GG*) < w0 for some o > 1, then there exist infinitely many stationary
solutions to (1.2) in the sense of Definition 1.2. Furthermore, solution u belongs to C(R;C”) for any 9 € (0,28)
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. 1 . .
with B € (O, ﬂ) satisfying

supIE[ sup |U(S)|C19:| < 0.
teR  |[t<s<t+1

1.4. Organization of the article. The organization of the rest of the article is as follows: In Section 2, we assemble
the basic notations that are utilized throughout the paper. Our proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 are centered around
Sections 3, 4, and 5, where stochastic convex integration is developed and employed to construct analytically
weak solutions. In Section 3, we state the main Proposition 3.6 to prove our main Theorem 3.8. Sections 4 and
5 are devoted to the construction of stochastic convex integration with pathwise estimates, particularly, proof
of iteration Proposition 3.6. In Section 6, we establish the existence of non-unique stationary solutions to the
stochastic hypodissipative Navier-Stokes equations (1.1), where we have used the results obtained in Section 3 and
a Krylov—Bogoliubov’s argument. The existence of infinitely many global and stationary solutions to the three-
dimensional stochastic Euler equations (1.2) has been demonstrated in Section 7. In Appendix A, we provide the
proof of some key results which we use in the sequel. In Appendix B, we recall the construction and properties of
Beltrami waves from [5]. In Appendix C, we discuss the estimates for transport equations which are heavily used
in the proof of Proposition 3.6. In Appendix D, we provide some lemmas which are useful in the sequel.

2. PRELIMINARIES
In the sequel, we use the notation a < b if there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that a < cb.

2.1. Function spaces. Given a Banach space X with the norm | - |x and ¢ € R, we denote C;X := C([¢t,t + 1]; X) as
the space of continuous functions from [¢,¢ + 1] to X, equipped with the supremum norm

lufc,x == sup |lu(s)|x.
t<s<t+1
For a € (0,1), we use C¢X to denote the space of a-Holder continuous functions from [t,¢ + 1] to X, endowed with
the norm

HUHC‘;‘X = sup HU(S) - U(T‘)HX

+ ufex.
s,relt,t+1],s#r |S - T|a '

For a € (0,1), we also write C* := C%(T3) as the space of a-Hdlder continuous functions from T3 to R3 endowed
with the norm

|u|ce :=  sup M + sup |u(x)].
z,y€T3z#y |z —yl z€T3
We denote LP as the set of standard LP-integrable functions from T® to R3. For s > 0 and p > 1, the Sobolev space
WP = {u e LP; |ulwsr := ||(Id — A) 2w < 0}
We set

L2 := {uel? / u(z)dz = 0, divu = 0}.
T3

For s > 0, we also denote H* := W2 n L2. For t € R and a domain D < R, we denote the space of C¥-functions

from [t,¢ + 1] x T and D x T? to R?, respectively, by C}Y, and CJ , for any N € Ny := N U {0}. The spaces are

equipped with the norms

ey, = ) oDy, e Juloy = Y sup oD ulus.
o<n+|a|l<N 0<n+|a|<N te
neNo,aeNg neNo,aeNg

Remark 2.1. We use ® to denote the trace-free part of the tensor product. For a tensor T, we denote its trace-free
part by T := T — 1 Tr(T)Id.

2.2. Inverse divergence operator R. Let us recall the definition of inverse divergence operator R from [15, Definition

4.2]. The inverse divergence operator R acts on a vector field w = (u', u?, u?) with [, u(z)dz = 0 as

(Ru)” = ((%‘Ailuj + (%‘Ailui) — %(5” + (%(%—A*l)diVA*lu,

for i,j € {1,2,3}. We also know that Ru(z) is a symmetric trace-free matrix for each x € T3, and R is a right
inverse of the div operator, that is, div(Ru) = u. Interestingly, from [9, Theorem B.3|, we also have for 1 < p < «©

IRulLr < |l (2.1)
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2.3. Probabilistic elements. For a given probability measure P, we use E to denote the expectation under P.
Concerning the driving noise, we assume that W is R3-valued two-sided GG*-Wiener process with spatial mean
zero and divergence-free. This process is defined on some probability space (2, F,P), where G is a Hilbert-Schmidt
operator from U to L2 for some Hilbert space U.

Given a Banach space X = C(T?) or X = C*(T?) for some x > 0, for 1 <p < o0 and § € (0, 1), we denote

lszﬂwﬂwns]
2 X teR C?2 X

el , :=supE[ sup Iu(s)|§]7 flaefl”
teR Cy D 3

t<s<t+1
The above norms denote function spaces of random variables on € taking values in C(R;X) and Cz~%(R;X),
respectively, with bounds in LP(€; C(I; X)) and LP(Q;C%*‘;(I;X)) for bounded interval I < R. Importantly, the
bounds solely depend on the length of the interval I and are independent of its location within R. In addition, we
define the corresponding norms with X replaced by L' and H3*+* for some £ > 0. In the subsequent discussion, we
refer to the property that u has a uniform moment of order p locally in C(R x T?) as |Jufco,, < .

3. STOCHASTIC CONVEX INTEGRATION SET-UP AND FIRST MAIN RESULT FOR (1.1)

In order to avoid the stopping time arguments as discussed in the literature (see [21, 23, 24, 37, 41], etc. and
references therein), the authors in [10] introduced a new version of stochastic convex integration which allow us to
obtain solution on whole real line R, see also [22, 31], etc. Inspired by aforementioned works, we are also interested
in finding the solution on whole real line R. More precisely, the authors in [10] used stationary Mikado flows as
building blocks and measured the iterative estimates in expectations in stochastic convex integration scheme. Due
to the quadratic nature of the nonlinear term in the equation, it must estimate higher moments at step ¢ than the
moment bounds necessary at step ¢ + 1. It could be inferred from this that one has to bound all finite moments at
every step, which could potentially blow up during iterations. Recently, the authors in [31] used Beltrami waves as
building blocks similar to the deterministic case as presented in [5], therefore they introduced pathwise as well as
expectation estimates in their inductive scheme. In this work, we also use Beltrami waves as building blocks (see
Appendix B) to construct the velocity perturbation. To be more precise, this concept uses the cutoff method to
regulate the noise growth, which allows pathwise estimates to be introduced throughout the inductive scheme. The
desired uniform estimates are derived by combining this with moment bounds. Compared to only using moment
bounds in the inductive scheme in [10, 22], the advantage of this approach is that it only requires lower moments of
the solutions, and avoids the requirements for higher moments. This modification helps us to enhance the regularity
of the solutions also.

Next, our aim is to develop an iterative process that will enable us to prove Proposition 3.6. For this purpose,
we decompose stochastic hypodissipative Navier-Stokes equations (1.1) into two parts, one is linear and involves
the noise, whereas the second one is a random partial differential equation. In particular, we decompose u = v + z
such that z solves the following stochastic linear system:

{dz + [V(=A)*z + z]dt = AW

3.1
div z =0, (3.1)

where W is R3-valued two-sided trace-class GG*-Wiener process with spatial mean zero and divergence-free, and
v solves the following non-linear random system:
{ﬁtv +v(-A) v +div(v+2)® (v + 2)) — 2+ Vp =0,

divv = 0. (3.2)

Here, z is divergence-free by the assumptions on the noise W and we denote the pressure term associated to v by

.
In view of the factorization method, one can obtain the regularity of z on a given stochastic basis (Q, F, {F: }+cr, P)

with {F;}ier being the usual filtration. Particularly, we prove the following result for regularity of z using the similar
arguments as [11, Theorem 5.16]. The proof of the following proposition is presented in Appendix A.1.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that T‘I‘((—A)%“”’_O‘GG*) < o for some o > 0. Then for any é € (0,3), p =2
swpb|lal? L, | <swe(lsr, L | <o-vien (33
teR cg e teR C2 "H2te

where L = 1 depends on ’I‘r((—A)%J"’_O‘GG*), 0 and is independent of p.
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3.1. Tterative proposition. Now, we apply the convex integration method to the nonlinear equation (3.2). The
convex integration iteration is indexed by a parameter ¢ € Nyg. We consider an increasing sequence {\,}qen, which
diverges to o0, and a bounded sequence {d,}4en Which decreases to 0. We choose a € N sufficiently large, b € N and
B e (0,1) and let

. 1
A =a, & =3rL? 6§, = §A§"A;25, q=2.

At each step ¢, a pair (v, Ioiq) is constructing solving the following system:

O + V(=A) %, + div((v, + 2) @ (vg + 24)) — 24 + Vp, = divR, (3.4)
div v, = 0. '
In the above, we define
zq(t, ) = Xq (124t c0) X (124 (1) |o1) Z4 (8, 2), (3.5)
where x, and X, are non-increasing smooth functions such that
2
1, zelo, )\38, N 1, xzel0, 2" 7],
Xola) = O b 3,00 - 0.0 ]
0, xe(7422)\5, o), 0, ze (A, ),
with their derivatives bounded by 1, which requires
1 1 1
T — < and ———— <1, (3.6)
)\57)\55 T7-4-2.2 /\qS*/\qSE

1
and 2, = Pcyq)z with f(q) = . Here P<y(,) is the Fourier multiplier operator, which projects a function onto
its Fourier frequencies < f(q) in absolute value, and ¢ is another small parameter (see Subsection 4.1). Ioiq on the
right hand side of (3.4) is a 3 x 3 matrix which is trace-free and we put the trace part into the pressure.

Remark 3.2. Notice that the cutoff function (3.5) introduced in this article is different from the cutoff function used
in [31] and plays a crucial role to enhance the regularity of the solution.
Remark 3.3. By the definition of z4, we have
1 1 1.1 2
lzqllco, < —1.9.9M S3gA and |zglcocs < A7 (3.7)
Remark 3.4. By the Sobolev embedding || f|Le < HfHH%+~ for k > 0 and (3.3), we observe that for any p = 2 and
5e(0,4)

o

~ 1
lz4llcop < |||zq|||H%+nﬁp < ||IZI||Hg+K7p S(p—1)2L, (3.8)
~ 1 1
Izqllcrp < IZ4llcrp < F(@I2] 54 S < (p—1)2LAg, (3.9)
1
(A i o < 1zl i e ||| al 3 cnp <A3|||z|||2%, H%w,zf@p_l)ﬁAS’ (3.10)
2
z z < A=) < (2p—1)L2N2. 3.11
|||zq||lct%ﬂsci < 1zl i e ||| al ey S qIIIZIIICt%,sH%WpN(p VLG (3.11)

The above estimates (3.8)-(3.11) will be used in the sequel. Let us also give an estimate on 241 — 24, which
will be used in the sequel. The proof of the following lemma is given in Appendix A.2.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that Tr((—A)%’L‘T_O‘GG*) < o for some o = 1. For any p = 2, we have for 0 < e < %

lzgs1 — Zglloo, < pL2A; 5. (3.12)

Under the above assumptions, we present the following iteration proposition which plays a crucial role to prove
the main results of this work. The proof of the following proposition is provided in Sections 4 and 5

Proposition 3.6. Suppose that Tr((fA)%‘L"*O‘GG*) < o for some o = 1 and let r > 1 be fized. Then, for any

B € (0,min{1=22, 51}), there exists ag > 1 such that for any a > aqg the following holds: Let (vg, Ry) for some
q € Ny be an {Fi}ier-adapted solution to the system (3.4) satisfying

1
[vglles. <M, (3.13)
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lvgles, < Addi, (3.14)
1

lvgllco2r <147, (3.15)

[Rollco, < M, (3.16)

IRqllco . < 5gs1. (3.17)

o

There exists an {F;}ier-adapted process (vgy1, Rqy1) which solves the system (3.4), obeys (3.13)-(3.17) at the level
q+ 1 and satisfies

1
2

[vg+1 —vglloo 2r < Mdg,, (3.18)
where M is a universal constant which will be fized throughout the iteration.

Proposition 3.6 helps us to prove the existence of an analytically weak solution in the sense of Definition 1.1,
while the next proposition would help us to prove that such solutions are infinitely many. For that purpose, we
will need the following convention:

e Given an interval Z Z R an a function f on Z x T3, supp,(f) will denote its temporal support, namely
supp,(f) := {t : there exists z with f(x) # 0}.

e Given an interval Z = [a, b], |Z| will denote its length (b — a) and Z + ¢ will denote the concentric enlarged
interval (a — ¢, b + ¢).

The proof of the following proposition is provided in Appendix A.3 which is based on the idea given in [13].

o

Proposition 3.7 (Bifurcating inductive proposition). Let (vq, Rq) be as in the statement of Proposition 3.6. For
any interval T < R with |Z| = 3mg (where my is defined in (4.6)), we can produce a first pair (vg41, Rg+1) and

o

a second pair (Vg41, Rgt1) which share the same nitial data, satisfy the same conclusions of Proposition 3.6 and
additionally

l ~
log —Boarlize > 651, supp, (vt — Fgar) < T. (3.19)

~
o o

Moreover, if we are given two pairs (vq, Ry) and (4, Rq) satisfying (3.13)-(3.17) and

supp,(vy — Vg, Ry — Ry) = T,

~
o o

for some interval J < R, we can exhibit corrected counterparts (vg41, Rg41) and (Vg41, Rg+1) again satisfying the
same conclusion of Proposition 3.6 together with the following control on the support of their difference:

~
o o

_8
Suppt(vqﬁ-l - %q+1aRq+l - Rq+1) cJ+ )\q s

The iteration starts at vg = 0 and éo = —Rzo + 20®z0, where R denotes the inverse-divergence operator. It
implies that (3.13)-(3.15) are satisfied at the level ¢ = 0 immediately. From (3.7), we have

Qv

- 1.2 1.1
| Rollco, < HZOHQCQz +lzollco, < ZAS + §>\3 <A
and from (3.8), we get
IRollco,r < ZollEo o + lzollco,r < 2rL? + 1L < 1.

Hence (3.16) and (3.17) are satisfied at the level ¢ = 0.
3.2. Main result. We have just established the first iteration. Therefore, in view of Proposition 3.6, we demonstrate
the following result for the system (1.1):

Theorem 3.8. Suppose that 'I‘I“((—A)%‘L"*O‘GG*) < o for some 0 = 1 and let r > 1 be fixred. Then, for any

B € (0,min{1=22, L}), there exist infinitely many {F;}ter-adapted process w(-) which belongs to C(R;C”) P-a.s.
Jor ¥ € (0,2B) and is an analytically weak solution to (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.1. Moreover, the solutions
satisfies

lullco 2r < o0 (3.20)
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Proof. As we know the existence of starting pair (v, ]i?o), we can obtain a sequence of solutions (v, Ieiq) in view of
Proposition 3.6. By (3.14), (3.18) and interpolation inequality, we establish that for any ¢ € (0, % B), the following
series is summable

Z "l'vq+1 - vq|||C19,2r < Z "l'vq+1 - vqmcﬂ zr"l'vq-ﬁ-l vq"lg‘l,zr

q=0 q=0
B 596 _
< S0, A 0E, < VBrLaR 4 8 ST <
q=0 q=1

Therefore, there exists an limiting function v = lim v, which lies in L?"(Q; C(R; C?)). Since v, is {F;}ier-adapted

q—©
for every ¢ € Ny, the limit v is {F;}ier-adapted as well. Now, combing (3.9), (3.12) and interpolation inequality,
we demonstrate that for the same ¢ as above and any p > 2

Dz = Zqlloo p < D) zgr1 = 2glGot lzqe1 = 2l ,

q=0 450
<q§o[pL2 e B (R B e 2 R (TR ZO I

since ¥ < %:E Then we obtain lim z, = z in LP(€; C(R;C?)) for any p > 2. Furthermore, it also follows from

€ q—0

(3.17) that hngO R, = 0 in LY(Q; C(R;CY)). Thus v is an analytically weak solution to (3.2). Hence u = v + z is
q—)

an {F;}er-adapted analytically weak solution to (1.1) and the estimate (3.20) holds for w.
On the other hand, fix § € N. At the ¢-th step using Proposition 3.7, we can produce two distinct pairs, one

which we keep denoting as above and the other which we denote by (¥, }o%q) and satisfies (3.19), namely

1
lvg — VgllLz 2 = 65, supp,(vg —Vg) = Z,
with Z = (10, 10+3mg—1). Applying now the Proposition (3.6), we can build a new sequence (v, Ioiq) of approximate
solutions which satisfy (3.13)-(3.17) and (3.18), inductively. Analogously as above, this second sequence converges
to an analytically weak solution (in the sense of Definition 1.1) ¥ to system (1.1). We also remark that for any

q=4q,

0
_s
supp, (vq — ¥q) < I + Z Ag® <= [9,0),
9=q
where we choose a to be even larger than chosen above, if necessary, and hence ¥, shares initial data with v, for
all g. Consequently, two solutions ¥, and v, have the same initial data. However, the new solution v differs from
v because

0
o = Bllz.2 > log =l — Y5 Ivast —vg — Basr — Bg)lz.2
q=q+1
3 0 1 5 0
> llvg = Ballze — @M% Y (Jvges = vglloos + [Bgsr = Fgllen2) > 6 —2(2m)T M Z ¢+1 >0,
q=q+1 q=q+

1 5 -
where we choose a sufficiently large such that J; > 2(27r)%M ZZO g+1 q+1 By changing the choice of time interval
7 and the choice of ¢, we can easily generate infinitely many solutions. This completes the proof. O

4. CONVEX INTEGRATION SCHEME FOR (1.1)

The main aim of this section is to give the proof of Proposition 3.6, that is, for a given pair (v, }o%q) satisfying
the iterations (3.13)-(3.17), there exists a pair (vq 1, Rqs1) satisfying the iterations (3.13)-(3.17) at the level g + 1
and (3.18). First of all, we fix the parameters during the construction and continue with a mollification step. The
construction of required pair is based on the work [31] where the authors adapted the ideas developed in the articles
[5] and [22]. In order to define new iteration vy41, we define new perturbation wy41 such that vy41 = vy + wWyt1.
More precisely, the construction of new amplitude functions a; is an modification of the amplitude functions
considered in [22] (see (4.11) and (4.12) below), meanwhile, we incorporate the solutions for transport equations
into Beltrami waves to obtain an acceptable transport error similar to [5]. As we require pathwise positive lower
bounds of the solutions to the transport equations, we introduce a cutoff function (3.5) to control the growth of
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noise. Moreover, we also add pathwise estimates of the velocity field v, in inductive iteration in Proposition 3.6.
Finally, we construct new stress R441 with the help of v, and wq41.

4.1. Choice of parameters. We fix b = 2 and choose any 0 < § < min{ 1320‘, 2—14} and 0 < ¢ < i — 3. The

parameter a € 23N is chosen sufficiently large such that a3 € N and 224 < a°. The choice of a ensures f(¢) e N and
both the inequalities in (3.6) hold. The above requirements for parameters will be used in the following sections.
In the sequel, we increase a in order to absorb various implicit and universal constants.

4.2. Mollification. In order to guarantee smoothness throughout the construction, we replace v, by a mollified
velocity field vy . For this purpose, we choose a small parameter

0= (4.1)

Let {{c}c=0 be a family of mollifiers on R?, and {t.}.~0 be a family of mollifiers with support in (0,1). Note that
we have considered one-sided mollifiers to reserve the adaptedness. Let us define a mollification of vy, R, and z,
in space and time by convolution as follows:

Vo= (Vg %5 W) % Pe, Rei= (Rg o We) %,  and  zg:= (24 %, W) #; Yo,

where
() = 0p(7) and w() = (). (4.2)

By the definition, it is immediate to see that vy, Ry and z, are {Fi}ier-adapted. From system (3.4), we find that
(vg, Ry) satisfy the following system:

{am +u(=A) v + div((ve + 20) ® (v + 20)) + Vpr — 20 = div(Ry + Reom1) (43)
div vy = 0,
where the commutator stress
Reom1 := (ve + zg)(;b(vg +2z0) — (((vq + zq)®(vq + zq)) * l.l)g) x4 1y, (4.4)
and
pe = (pq *z We) *¢ e — %(h’é + ze|* = (Jvg + 2g]? %0 be) *¢ 9). (4.5)

4.3. Velocity perturbation. It is well known from the literature of convex integration methods that one needs to
guarantee of smoothness of new velocity throughout the construction. Therefore, the new velocity field vg41 will
be constructed as a perturbation of vy:

Vg4+1 = Uy + Wq+1,

where the perturbation w,+1 will be constructed by following the work [5]. Next, we discuss transport equations
and time cutoffs which will be helpful in the sequel to construct wq1.

4.3.1. Flow maps and cutoffs. In order to estimate the new stress }o%qH, one needs to estimate the transport error,
that is, the perturbation wgy1 is transported by the flow of the vector field ¢; + (v + z¢) - V. The process of
estimating the transport error has been discussed in [5] and [31] for deterministic and stochastic cases, respectively.
As discussed in [5, 31], to obtain the appropriate estimate, we require to replace the linear phase ¢ -  in the
definition of Beltrami wave W,  (see Appendix B) by the nonlinear phase ¢ - ®(¢, x), where @ is transported by
the aforementioned vector field. In compare to the work [5], the authors in [31] expanded the definition of ® for
whole real line with respect to the time variable and we are also following the same.
Let us fix
_3 .3 _1 _1
Mg = Ay Ag 10,404 . (4.6)
For any integer k € Z, we subdivide [k, k + 1] into time intervals of size m, and solve transport equations on these
intervals. For j € {0,1,...,[m; ']}, we define the adapted map ®; : @ x R? x [k + (j — 1)mg, k + (j + 1)my] — R?
as the T3-periodic solution of
(315 + (’Ug + Zg) : V)(I)kd‘ =0, (4 7)
Oy i (k+(j—Dmg,x) =z '
We give the detailed proof of the estimates of ®4 ; in Appendix C. The main two estimates for ®; ; are as follows:

_4
sup qu)k,j (t) — Id“cg < /\q 5
telk+(j—1)mgq,k+(j+1)mq]

<< 1, (4.8)
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< sup IV (t)]co < 2. (4.9)
te[k+(j—1)mg,k+(j+1)mq]

N =

Remark 4.1. In order to get the estimate (4.8), one needs pointwise bounds of both vy and z,. Therefore, we
introduce a cutoff function z, (see (3.5)) and inductive estimate (3.14). This approach is different from the work
[22] as the authors in [22] considered only moments bounds in inductive estimates.

Remark 4.2. As we will use the stationary phase lemma (see Lemma D.1) later repeatedly. For that purpose, we
require positive lower and upper bounds for V®y, ;, and the estimate (4.9) completes that requirement.

We also let 7 be a non-negative bump function supported in (—1,1), which is 1 on (—%, %) and such that the
square of the shifted bump functions

n;(t) = n(mg 't — )

form a partition of unity

D) =1,

J
for all t € [0,1]. We then extend the definition of 7 to R. More precisely, let n®)(t) = n(t — k), then we know
suppn® < (k — 1,k + 1). Similarly, the shifted bump functions

(1) = n(mg ' (¢t — k) — )

form a partition of unity

DA (4.10)

for all t € [k, k + 1].

4.3.2. Amplitudes. We will now start the process to construct the velocity perturbation wg41. Since we use moment
bounds of R, to the iterative estimates in Proposition 3.6, we have to adjust the amplitude functions a¢ such that
we can apply Lemma B.3 in our setting. More precisely, we first define o as follows

o(t, ) i= A/ 2 + (|Re(t,)] + b441)> (4.11)

Now, we define the amplitude function

Cy Ré

ac(t,x) = age1jc(t, @) = i 2 0% - m(t) - T (Id _

M

), CeAj and te [k, k+1], (4.12)

where I‘éj ) is introduced in Appendix B. By the definition of g, we have

Id — (Id _ Gllelt,z) x)>

Y

< Cx.

0
CPa

Consequently, Id — C*f‘ lies in the domain of the function I‘éj ) and we obtain from (4.10) and Lemma B.3 that

_ 2 1
cytold — Ry = 52 > ad(ld - (®J), (4.13)
J CeA;
holds pointwise, where A; = S? n Q3 is finite subset. Moreover, it is sufficiently to consider index sets Ag and Ay

to have 12 elements, and for j € Z we denote Aj = Aj mod 2-

4.3.3. Construction of velocity perturbation wqey1. Firstly, we define the principal part w((;jr)l of the velocity pertur-

bation wg4+1 using (4.12). For this purpose, we make use of Beltrami wave as presented in [5] (see [31] also), which
we have recalled in Appendix B. More precisely, for t € [k, k + 1], we define

we(t, m) i= agyr ¢ (t, w)BeePari& Phalhe),
and

wt(zﬁ-)l(tv‘r) = Z Z “q+1,j,c(faiC)Bcei/\q“C'q’k’j(t’m)
J CeA;
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1 : R(t :
_ Z Z o lgé nj,k(t) 'Féj) (Id— Ca o( 755)) _Bcequﬂc.q)k,j(t,m)’ (4.14)

J Cen, o(t)
where By is suitable vector defined in Appendix B. Since the coefficients a¢ and @y ; (¢, z) are {F;}er-adapted, we
deduce that w((ﬁr)l is {F}er-adapted.
() (p)

Next, we define the incompressible corrector w,/;. We aim to add a corrector to w,’; such that the resulting
function is perfect curl, making it thus divergence-free. To this end, it is useful to introduce the following scalar
phase function

be(t,x) = ePar1C(@rita)=a) =y e [ k4 1.
Next we define
WC(?L‘) = B<ei>\q+1C-w_

Since curlW,e = Ag4+1 W (see Appendix B), and ¢¢ and a¢ are scalar functions, we have

1 1
ag(bgWg = )\—curl(agd)CWC) — )\—V(ag(bg) X WC'
q+1 q+1
We therefore define
(c)(t T) = V(ache) x Beeatics,
Ag+1
Vag .
= \ +iac (VO (¢, 2) —IA)C | We (D ; (¢, ), te [k k+1].
q+1

The incompressibility corrector w((;jr)l of perturbation is defined by

Wiy ()= > wit (4.15)

J CEA;

for all ¢t € [k,k + 1], k € Z. Since the coefficients ac and @y ;(t, x) are {F;}er-adapted, we deduce that w(Jr)l is
{Fi}ier-adapted.
Finally, in view of (4.14) and (4.15), the new velocity perturbation is defined as

¢ 1
Wa+1 i= Wz(ﬁr)l + wz(er)l = Aot Z Z curl(acpcWe), (4.16)
Jj CeA;

and so clearly wy41 is mean zero, divergence-free and {F,;},cr-adapted. At last, we define the new velocity field
Vgt1 aS
Vg+1 ‘= V¢ + Wgt1-

Thus, by the previous discussion, it is also {F;}ter-adapted.

4.4. New Reynolds stress }D%qH. We have the system (3.4) at the level ¢ + 1 as follows:

(4.17)

Og41 + V(—A) Vg1 + div((vg41 + Zg+1) ® (Vgt1 + Zg+1)) — Zg+1 + VDg41 = diV}OEqH
div Vg+1 = 0.

Subtracting the system (4.3) from the system (4.17), we get

divRy11 — Vpgs1

= 0vg1 +V(=A) g1 + div((vgs1 + 2g41) ® (Vg1 + 2411)) — Zg11

= 0p(ve + wg1) + V(—A)¥ (Ve + wgt1) + div((Ve + wgr1 + Zg+1) @ (Ve + wgt1 + Zg4+1))
— Zq+1

= —Vp + div(]%g + Reom1) + (20 — 2g41) + atwgi)l + atwé‘i)l + v(—A)%wgi1
+ div(vz ®w((ﬁr)1 + vy ®wéi)1 + wgr1 ®vg + wéi)l ®w((ﬁr)1 + w((ﬁr)l ®w((1‘21 + w((li)l ®wq+1)
+ div(vq+1 ® (Zg+1 — 210) + Wet1 @ z¢ + (Zg41 — 20) ®Vg41 + 20 ®wq+1)

+ div((zq+1 —20) @2z + 2¢11 Q (Zg41 — Zg))
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= U(=A) wasr + (0 + (v + 20) - VIWEL + (a1 - V) (e + 20) + div(w®), @ WP, + Ry)

A

~~ -\ '~ - ~~ - N ~~ ~

divRyin divRirans divRNash divRose+Vpose

+ (O + (v + 2¢) - V)wéﬁzl + div(wgi)l ® wg+1 + wgi)l ®w§i)1)

A

~~ -

divReorr+Vpeorr

+div(vg41 ® (Zg41 — 20) + (Zg41 — 20) ® V11 + 2411 @ Zg41 — 20 ® 20) — (2g41 — 20)

~ ~ ~

divRcom2+Vpeom2
+ divRcom1 — Vpy.

Here Rcom1 and py are defined in (4.4) and (4.5), respectively, and by using the inverse divergence operator R
discussed in Subsection 2.2, we define
le = R V(—A)awq+1:|,

Rirans = R| (3 + (ve + z¢) - v>wgz>l],

RNash = R[(wq+l . V)(’Ug + Zé)],

Roorn 1= R| (21 + (00 + 20) - ng] T 0 B + PG,

Reoma = 0q410(2g41 — 20) + (Zg41 — 20)@V 11 + 24410211 — 2e®20 — R(zg41 — 20),
Lo »  (© © 2)

Pcorr = 3 (2wq+1 "Wert T Wet
Pcom?2 = g('vq-b-l (2gr1 — 20) + (Zg41 — 20) - Vg1 + |Zq+1|2 - |Ze|2))-

W

1

In order to define R,s. and posc, first note that for 7, 5/ such that |j — j'| > 2, we have n; (¢)n;/ x(t) = 0. Second,
we have Aj n Ay = @ for |j — j/| =1, and by Lemma B.1 we have

diV(W< ®W</ + Wg/ @Wg) = V(W< 'Wg/)

(using (A-V)B+ (B-V)A=V(A-B)—AxV x B—BxV x A). Therefore, we may use (4.13) and Lemma B.3
to obtain

div (w(p) ® w(p) + ég)

q+1 q+1
:div( 3 w<®w+fa>
37C¢!
= di o 2 T (1d — cho ' R)Y2Bc® B¢ + R | + di W (D) @ Wer (D
v Dieito n T 1d = cuo " ROYPBe® B¢ + Re | +div( Y, acagWe(Pr;) @ Wer (D)
3c 47,CHC#0
= div (C*lg(ld - C*Qilég) + éz) + le( Z a<a</¢<¢</WC ®W</)
4,3’ ,¢+¢'#0
_ 1
=Vilo)+ D, W ® W Vlacagdcde) + 5 D acacdchoV(We - We)
370 G470
_ 1 W, - We
=V(C*19)+§V< > a<a</¢<¢<'(W<'W</)> D {WC@DWC%Id}v(%%'(ﬁc%)-
370 3 CHC0
Therefore
We - W
Rose:= ), R[{W<®W</—%Id}v(acacﬁcﬂﬁc)],
3,3",¢+¢’'#0

_ 1
Posc = C* 1Q + 5 Z a<a</¢<¢q,(WC . WC')
7,3",¢+¢'#0
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Finally, we have

o

Rq+1 = Rlin + Rtrans + RNash + Rosc + RCO’I"T + Rcoml + Rcom?; (418)

and
Pq+1 = Pt — Posc — Pcorr — Pcom2-

Note that w((zi)l, w((zi)l, vy, Zg, Vg41 and zg41 are {F; her-adapted, therefore Ry4q and py11 are also {F, }er-adapted.

5. INDUCTIVE ESTIMATES AND PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.6

The main aim of this section is to demonstrate the proof of Proposition 3.6 by proving the all necessary inductive
estimates for vy41 and Rg,y1. In the next proposition, we estimate the Ct]?;-norm of the amplitude function a¢
defined in Subsection 4.3 (see (4.12) above).

Proposition 5.1. Let a¢ be given by (4.12). Then, we have for any N =0
N e ok 1
lacley, <€ (1Rel gy +0541); (5.1)
where the implicit constant is independent of q.

Proof. First note that we have 3 < 5; which gives £ < §g11. Let U1(y) = /€% + y2. We have that [D"™¥;(y)| <
ly|=™*!, for m > 1. Using Lemma D.2, we obtain for any N > 0

lely, < Ve + 17 + 5,7

+ 1D co([Bell oy, + 0g41) + [ DTxlon-1 [ Relcy
0 s T

t,

SO+ I Relcg, +Fqen + 0V (Rellog, +bq51) + (IRelop, +0q50) ™| Rel By
< V([ Relep, +5410). (5.2)

Let Wy(y) = y2. We have |[D™Wy(y)| < |y|2~™, form = 1,..., N, and use Lemma D.2, (5.2) and ¢ > (|R¢|+6441)
to derive for m > 1

lo*ler, < lo%llcy, + (IRelcy, + 8q+1) "2 leley, + (IRelep, + Sq+1)2 "ol
SO+ (|Rellop, +6041)% + L7 ([Relcp, +0g01)% S L™ (| Rellcp, + 0q41)2,
and for m =0
HQ%HCQI <0+ (HééHCQI +0441)% S (HééHCQI +8q41) 2.

Therefore, for m > 0, we obtain

lo*lop, < ™1 Relloy, + 8g11)%. (5.3)

Let U5(y) = %, for y = (|Re| + dg+1). We have | D" ¥3(y)| < (|Re| + Sq11) " for m = 0. We estimate

F

o= (I Relco, + Sq1) " (5.4)
CPa

and for m > 1, using Lemma D.2 and (5.3), we have

1 1 o _ o _
> S + ([Rellco, + 8q+1)lellep, + (1Rellco. + 8qr1)" "V ollgn
el 1lley, ’ ’ ’
< (IRelleo, +0g+1) ™" + ([Rellco, + 0q+1) "™ [Rellco, + (|Rellco, + 5q+1)_(m+1)5_mHReHggz
SO ([Relleo, + 8g41) 7" (5.5)
For m > 1, using chain rule and (5.4)-(5.5), we have
Ry . 1 o 1
—|  sIRlep|=|  + D IReles, |-
cr, llce. ko Cler*

m—1
< O™ Rellon, ([Reloy, +0000) ™"+ 3 € ¥ Rellow ™ (| Rellon + 64407 S €™ (5.6)
k=0



14 KINRA AND KOLEY

For m > 1, using Lemma D.2, (B.6) and (5.6), we find

ﬁ)m R
0

s
o o m o m
R, Vi xR Ry m
S|— — | lele:,
¢ Cila CPa P,
S+ ([Rellco, + 6q40) "™ | RellZo + ([Rellco, + 0q+1) """ (1Rell o, + 0g41)™ < €77, (5.7)

and for m = 0, using (B.6), we find

<1 (5.8)

ﬁ)m R
0

Again by chain rule, and using (5.3) and (5.7)-(5.8), we have for N >0

ro (1q- 2
¢ 0

N o o o 1 1
S DM (Rely, + 841120 S TN (Rl g+ 0g41)® < (Rl o+ 0541),

0
Ca

N 1
laclex, < Y, le%lep,

m=0

N-—m
Cia

which completes the proof. 0
5.1. Inductive estimates for v,1. In this subsection, we will verify the inductive estimates (3.13)-(3.15) at the
level ¢ + 1 as well as the inequality (3.18). Let us recall the definition of w((ﬁr)l as follows:
W (tw) = 30 Y agr gt m) Beeter & Pes(tn),
J CeA;
By the definition of w(’jr)l, we find (using (5.3) and (3.16))
qu+1|\00 < 2A e, * M o* leo,
_1 L 1 L 1.1
< 2ANlen M| IRgIEy + 620 < 2A0slen MAT +650] £ 07 < A (5.9)

where we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant in the above two inequality. Moreover, we also have
(using (5.3) and (3.17))

Il o 2 < 2/Aslc 2M|||gz lco.r

< oAles MR G, + 65| < 20Asles T Mo, < JNIo

2 (5.10)

where M is a universal constant satisfying 9|A; |c;§M < M and we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the
constant. Using (3.16), (5.1), (C.6), (C.8) and 0 < 8 < we estimate
)
1

o 1 1 1 8 1
ssw 3[R, + ok + (R, + 0k a3 +1)] 5 [ e ad 2] < plaska 60
CeA; '

24’

co, + Vsl

[P lley, < sup Y [|a<|c;, +lacleg, - Ags1 (101
J CeA,

where we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant. Let us recall the definition of w((;jr)l as follows:

c Vac ‘ |
wyh(te) =3 ) <>\ iﬁ +ia (Vs (L, o) — Id)C) Beurretrs o),
J Cen; N

Using (5.1), (3.16) and (C.5), we obtain

[Vaclco,
lwoshllop, < sup 35 (= + lacllep |V (t,) ~ Td]cy
’ I ¢en,; a+l ’ ’
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o 1 1
Wkl 0k
< )\q+’1 +(\|RZ\|g0 +0701)Aq (5.12)
SAAAZ AN ° SA T < 4>\5+1 (5.13)

Taking expectation of (5.12), we obtain

_ 4
liilloo ar < Aa E(WRE, + 650) + (ARelEo, + 6500 500 bk, < Th1oL,, (5.14)
where we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant in (5.14). Using (3.16), (5.13), (5.1), (C.5)-(C.9) and
0<pB< 24, we obtain
i ey < Aqﬂnw;ihuch sup(10:®@klcy, + IV@kjlcy, )
J
CHC 2
vop Y[ +llacles [V (ta) —dlco + lacles (I920x;(t,2)lop . + [0V Pp;(E ) lop)
TV
2 71 -2 1 3 143 5 3 % %
SAATOG + 1)+ A + AT AT +AD)
17 1
< )\35 )\15 /\g /\15 < /\15 4 q+16qz+17 (515)

where we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant. Now, in view of mollification estimates and (3.14), we
find for any te R and 0 < 8 < ﬁ

71
[(vg —ve) (@)L S lvglor, < Ag°AGHG < —M5q+1, (5.16)
where we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant. Taklng expectation of (5.16), we obtain
lve = vgllco2r < M5;+1 (5.17)
Making use of (5.10), (5.14) and (5.17), we reach at
lvg+1 — vallcoor < flve — vgllco 2r + lwgsillco 2r < M5q+17

which completes the proof of (3.18). Combining (3.13), (5.9) and (5.13), we arrive at

1
lvgrallcy, < lveley, + lwiilco, + lwidiles, <A + 2A;+1 <A (5.18)

which completes the proof of (3.13). In view of (3.14), (5.11) and (5.15), we obtain

1 z 1
[vgsillcr, < lvelle, + lwPillor, + lwilles, < A562+2 VAT DV (5.19)

which completes the proof of (3.14). Combining (3.15), (5.9) and (5.13), we find

1 — 1 1
l[vgrilloo.2r < llvglloo2r + 1vgs1 = valloo2r <1 =063 + Mog, <1—=67,4, (5.20)

for sufficiently large a, which completes the proof of (3.15).

5.2. Inductive estimates for f%qﬂ. In this subsection, we will verify the inductive estimates (3.16) and (3.17)
at the level ¢ + 1. For this subsection, we choose two parameters ww > 0 and m € N such that 0 < w <
min{l —2a — 30, % — 3ﬁ} and m > 9. Next, we will estimate each term on the right hand side of (4.18) separately.

5.2.1. Estimate on Ry;,. Let us recall the definition of Ry;, as follows:
le = R[V(—A)O‘wq+1].

We know by Lemma D.3 that

s

gocaee R, (5.21)

< [t

C? Cg C?C£a+w



16 KINRA AND KOLEY

We have by Lemma D.1 that

(p) - HCL(Hc?cg HaCHcgc;"’h*W + HQCHC?CQ qu)Hcgc;"’?a*W
HRWIH-l cogRate ~ up Z Al—2oz—w + Am—2a—w
tw 7 ¢en; L g+l q+1

< sup Z HGCHCECQ HaCHcgc;"“ + HQCHC?CQ HV(I)Hcgc;"“
~ )\172a7w )\m72a7w
J CEAJ' q+1 q+1

o 1 1 e 1 1 o 1 1 1(2m+1)
(RolEy +050) M RelEy + 6500+ (1Raldy + 0500 "
, N , :

~ 1-2a—w m—2a—w
)\q+1 )\q+1
o 1 1
2 2 8 8
(HRchgI +0541) A5m+5
< =5 1+ ——|.
A\ -2a—w )\m—l
q+1 q+1

where we have also used (5.1) and (C.7).
Now, for all N > 0, we estimate (using (4.1), (5.1), (C.5) and (C.7))

N
lag(Vey; —1d)|coey < D) lacler IVh; —1d] gon—s
k=0

<

~

M=

k=0

Again, we have by Lemma D.1 and (5.23) that

()
H’qu+1‘ coczat=
1 [IVacleson  IVaclgpopere + IVaclopos [V®rlaoepaes
s Sup t Tz + t t
by )\172o¢7w )\m72a7w
I cen; Natl q+1 q+1

la¢(V®y ;(t, 2) — 1d)|coco
+SU.p Z |: ;\172a7w —

I CeAy q+1

. lac(VPr,;(t, ) —1d)| cocm 2ot + [ag (VO (t, 2) —1d)[ cocol V Pk, s

)\m72o¢7w

20+
|C?C;n o w:|

q+1
5 1 [IVacleoco  1Vaclooomer + [ Vaclcoco [Vl cocm+
~ Sup A )\1—2a—w Am—2a—w
TV q+1 q+1

lac(V®y ;(t, x) —1d)[coco
+qu Z [ il—2o¢—w —=

J CEAJ' q+1

. lac(VOr,;(t,2) —1d)| o+ + lac(VPr,;(t, x) = 1d)[coce [V Pk, j] cocm+r ]

m—2a—w
)‘q+1

e 1 1 e 1 1 e 1 1 1(2m+1)
1| M URNEy +050) (RN Ey +00) + T (RalGy + 070N

+
1-2a—w m—2a—w
)\q+1 )\qul )\qul

~

_4 o 1 1 é(g +1) o 1 1 _4 o 1 1 2(2m+1)
[AqsuRq@gIM;H) MO Ryllgy + 620+ 20T (IRl + 07,07 "
+ J ; ,

+
1-2a— —2a—
At e
» 1 1 _4 ° 1 1
IRy, +851) [1 Y (mﬂ)] R, + 6 I A§<m+l)]
- 2—20— -1 T—%a— — T
At s Agrt Mgl

~

o 1 1
(HRqHégz +0541) ll ,\q§m+§1
X +
T—20— T
YR Y

Ckon Ak 1 N4k —2 I SO | 1 4aN-1),, & 11 1
CERN G+ 07 )0 NN ® S VAP (IRl 20 +0701) = Ad (IRqllgo +0g41)-

(5.22)

(5.23)

(5.24)
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22) and (5.24), we get

where we have also used (5.1) and (C.7). Combining (5.21), (5.
o1 L
(HRqHéo + 5;+1) )\%er%
|Riinlco < T T (5.25)
A A
q+1 q+1
(5.26)

1.2
<A

where we have also used 0 < w < 1 —2a—35 and m > 9, and we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant.

q+1

Taking expectation of (5.25), we obtain for 8 < 1222
1 8 8
3 N !
q+1 l1 + /‘\Im_l 1 < ?5q+2, (5.27)

|||le ||| COr < /\1—2a—w
q+1

where we have used (3.17), 0 < w < 1 —2a — 38 and m > 9, and we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the

constant.

5.2.2. Estimate on Rirqans. Let us recall the definition of Ry qns as follows:
Rivans = R[(&t + (ve + 2¢) - V)wf;fl].

lg]i)l that for t € [k, k+ 1], k€ Z
D127 (@ + (ve+ z0) - V)ag Beeari @ ®h, (5.28)
J CeN;

We know by the definition of w

(0 + (ve + 2¢) - V)w'P)

q+1 =

Again by chain rule and (5.1), we have for N > 0
N

k=0

[0 + (ve + 20) - Vaclcgey < laclme + D v + zellcocn [Vac] -
CN_1E il 1 N i CNahe1 B (2 1
<t (IRgll o +070) + X5 ¢ ve + zel e € (IRl Eo +6511)
, = ,

(5.29)

o 1 1
SN RglZy + 071+ Iogles, + Izalcs, |

Making use of Lemma D.1, (5.28)-(5.29), (3.13), (3.16) and (3.7), we get

HRtransHCRm < HRtransucgcf
(0t + (ve + 2¢) - V)ac| coco

< I ik
)\qﬂ
[(0r + (e + z¢) - V)acllcoom= + 10 + (ve + 2ze) - V)aclcoco |V P, cocm=
)\M*W
q+1
_ 0@+ (we + 20) - Vac|epe
~ )\lfw
q+1
[0+ (ve + 2z0) - V)ac| cocger + 100 + (ve + 20) - V)aclleoeo [VOR.j ] cocpr
)\mfw
q+1

o 1 1
C R Ey + 0201+ Ivles, + Izles, |

s it
(R E + 0501+ [vales, + 124les, ]
N
/\;g(zmﬂ)

o 1 1
gy + 0301+ [vales, + Izales,

Jr
m—w
A
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Tl + 501+ lvgllcy, + Izaley, ] [1 /\§<m+1>]
+

< (5.30)
~ l—w m—1
/\q+1 )‘q+1
1 1 1
CON[LEAT AT gy AT g
< fp— [1+ — ]< 1_w[l+ — ] 7; (5.31)
/\q+1 )‘q+1 )‘q+1 )‘q+1
where we have also used w < = — 38 < 1—5 and m > 9, and we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant.
, . . 1
Taking expectation of (5.30) and using Holder’s inequality, we obtain for 0 < 8 < 5
8 1
LR Y A I
Roanloos s St |14 2 | < Lo, (5.32)
q+1 q+1

where we have used (3.15), (3.8), (3.17), @ < £+ — 38 and m > 9, and we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the
constant.

5.2.3. Estimate on Rygsn- Let us recall the definition of Ryqspn as follows:
Ryash := R[(wg+1 - V)(ve + 20)].
We write
(war1 - V) (we + 20) = W - V) (we + 20) + (WD) - V) (e + 20). (5.33)

For the term corresponding to the principle part w((zi)l, we have fort e [k,k+ 1], ke Z

(wt(zﬁ-)l Y(ve + 2z¢) Z Z a¢ Bc )(ve + Zg)GMQHC'q)k’j. (5.34)
J CEA;

Let us now estimate [a¢(B¢ - V)(ve + z¢)|on . For N =0, using (4.1) and (5.1), we have

lac(Be - V)(ve + z0)lep, < llag - V(ve + zo)|ep,

N
< D lacley, IV (ve + 2l ey Zf (I, Hco 02 (wglep, + Izqles,)
k=0
_ EN+1) /i 5 1% 1

SO RNG + o) (valop, + lzalles,) = 2N RAE + 0k (wdles, +1zdllcy,).  (5:35)

Therefore, using Lemma D.1 and (5.34)-(5.35), we obtain
R((@& - V)we+20)]

HR( W), V)(vg—i—zg))‘

coCcw
lac(Be - V)(ve + z¢)| coco
S Z Z )\1 w -
Jj CEA; g+1
Hac(Bc V) (ve + zo)llcocm= + llac(Be - V) (ve + zo)lcocol VP, i cocm =
Am w
q+1

lac(B¢ - V)(ve + ze)| coco
ID)

1—-w
J CeAj )‘q+1

HQC(BC . V) ('Uz + zf)”c“c;n“ + Ha<(B< . V)(’l}g + ZZ)HC,?CQ HV‘I)]CJ‘ HCOC;nJrl
Jr t t

m—w
)‘q+1

o 1 1 o 1 1
THIRlEy + g ) (lvallog, + IZgllep,) . 2 (1Ralgg + 05 )(lvgl ey, + 1zdllcy,)

1
Agrt gt
—1/p I3 £(2m+1)
1(|\Rq”é31+5;+1)(H”q“c° +Zgllep A
+ Am w

q+1
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8 ° 1 1
ARy + 680 (Iodlcs, + lzaleg. ) [ 3D
s Y= - [1+Aqm_1 ] (5.36)
)‘q+1 )\qul

For the term corresponding to the corrector part w((zi)l, we have for t € [k,k+ 1], k€ Z

(w((zi)l V) (v + 2)

=3 (((/\WC +iac(VPy Id)g) x B<> -v> (00 + 20)ePar1 & Phs

J CeA; atl

Y For N = 0, we have
t,x

. Va
Let us estimate H (/\qfl : V) (ve + ze)‘ .

Va 1 &
(22 9) otz =1 3 Vadley, 1900+ 20l
q+1 CtJYz q+1 k=0 ’ x
N
S 2 RN, + RN (wgley, + zaley,)
~ A 1 q C?,m a+1 q Ct,z q Ct,z
a+l p—o
8(N4+2)—2 o 1 1
AT REy 07 (alleg, + Izdllep,): (5.37)
Let us estimate [a¢(V®y,; —1d) - V(ve + 2¢)||coon for N > 0 as follows:
N
lag(Vey; —1d) - V(ve + z0)lcoey < D lacV(ve + 20)opcr | Vi — 1d] oy
k=0
< v AS(R+D) (1 p i3 52 AE(N—k)—3
< AL, +5E ) (alon. + Izalos N
k=0 '
2N+ p 3 1
SA¢ (1Bl +0g41)(lvalles, +l=glcp,)- (5.38)
Therefore, using Lemma D.1 and (5.37)-(5.38), we obtain
HR((wgil V) (ve + zg)) ‘ Y < HR((wgil V) (vp + ze)) ‘ e
t,x t x
16 _o o 1 1 §( +3)—2 o 1 1
- A¢ (IRgllge +851)(lvglloe, +lzalos,) A& “(IRqlge +85e1)(lwgllor, + Izqlcg,)
: + :
~ 1_ —
)‘quzlﬂ )‘Zszrlw
A%_2 é % 5% )\%(27”"'1) )\% é % 5%
¢ Bqlléo + 0511 (lvalley, +124llcp,)Ad q (I1Bqlléo +051)(lvallcy, + l2allcp,)
+ : + :
g™ AT
%(2 +3) o 1 1 % o 1 1 %(2 +1)
Ad T IRl ge + 00 )(lvgllog, + 1zalloe,)  Ad(IRgllge +8501)(lvglep, + lzallcp )AG™™
+ - — ’ Sl - ‘
e Y
) o 1 1
MURAZ, + 55 (walop, +Izqlcs.) i A§<m+1>]
N et A’
4 o 1 1
MURAY, + ok ) vdlep. +lzlog ) 3o
+ )\lfw 1 )\m,1
q+1 q+1
38 o 1 1
M REy + 02 (vdlep, +lzalop ) [ 30+
S = L+ == (5.39)
q+1 q+1

Combining (5.33), (5.36) and (5.39), we obtain

xanloy, < [R(@h )@+ 20)|, + [R( - 9@+ 20)]

0
t,x
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20
N (IRal2y + 0k vallcg, +Izalop,) - 2jem+D
q fqllco +1qllcp, +lZ4lcy, A
< I : [1 + o ] (5.40)
/\q+1 >‘q+1
S5 (\3 3 £(m+1) i5 £(m+1)
S il b Kl AL S
q+1 q+1 q+1 q+1
where we have also used (3.13), (3.16), (3.7), @ < + — 38 < § and m > 9, and we choose a sufficiently large to
absorb the constant. Taking the expectation of (5.40) and using Holder’s inequality, we get for 0 < 8 < 2—14
8 1 8
/\; 52 L )\g(m‘H) 1
Ryasnllcor s =2 |1+ & <=6 5.42
Iseanlon, < 5 1+ e | < S (5.42)

q+1
38 and m > 9, and we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the

where we have used (3.8), (3.15), (3.17), w < & —

constant.

5.2.4. Estimate on R,s.. Let us recall the definition of R,s. as follows:
We - Wer

Rosc = R[{WQ ®W</ — %Id}V(agacd)cd)cl)] .

J»j"sC+¢'#0

In order to apply Lemma D.1, let us rewrite oscillation error as follows, for t € [k, k+ 1], k€ Z

Rose = )] R[{B<®B<,B< 'BC'Id}e“qﬂ{<-<I>k,f+<'-<1>k,y}

3:3"¢+C'#0
X (V(a<a</) + i)\q+1a<a4/((vq>k,j - Id) : C + (V‘I)k)j/ - Id) : C ))]

We have for N > 0 (using (4.1) and (5.1))
N+1

IV(acac)lox, s D lacler lacomsr-x
k=0 ’
(5.43)

N+1 1 1 1 1 8
koD ok L N— o 1 1 B(N+1)
s “URgl g + 05 T (Rl 2o +0500) A (IRqllco, + dg+1)
k:O B L,

Using (5.43) and (C.7), we have for N > 0
Agtilacag (V@ —1d) - ¢ + (V@ — 1d) - (') ooy

N
< M1 ), lacag oo [(V@r; = 1d) - ¢ + (V@5 = 1d) - ¢l oy

k=0
N
8k, 2 8(N—k)—4 SN46 o
it DA (Rgler. +00:0M 78 < AV (IRyl o+ 0g11)- (5.44)
k=0
Applying Lemma D.1 and using (5.43)-(5.44), we get
HROSCHCQm
8 o §m+2 o 8 o §m+1 4
A (IBles, +0qs1) A8 (1 Ryllop, + 8g41) + Mg (1 Rgllcp, +dgr1)Ag ™72
~ l—w + m—w
)‘q+1 )‘q+1
6 o 8 m+1 +§ o 6 o 8 m+1 _4
A ([Bqlley .+ 04) +A;< ([ Ryley + 001) + Mg (1 Rllep, +8ge0)Ad "7
Aget A
8 o 8
A (I Bllcp. +0g00) 7 AF™HD
AL I b [1+ (S ] (5.45)
)‘q+1 )‘q+1
34 8(m+1)
Ad® A 1.2
1 < =A3 ., 5.46
~ )\lw|: + )\;n_’_zl :| 7 q+1 ( )

q+1
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where we have also used (3.16), w < % —-38 < 1—5 and m > 9 and we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the
constant. Taking expectation of (5.45), we obtain for 0 < § < 24

Mden [ AT
|||ROSC|"CO,T ~ 1 q;r' ll + m—1 1 < _5q+2a (547)
Ai1 A 7
where we have used (3.17), w <  — 38 < 2(% — [3) and m > 9, and we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the

constant.

5.2.5. BEstimate on R.y-r. Let us recall the definition of Ry as follows:
Reorr i= R[(@t + (ve + 2z¢) - V)wéﬁzl] + wﬁl@wqﬂ + wé’flé)wﬁl.

By (5.9) and (5.13), we estimate

iy @1 + wif i &wii oy, < 2lwiiloy lwghloy, + lwgialEe
1.1 _1 _2 1 2
< Z)\‘;)‘q 15 + )\q 15 ﬁ)\‘;"l’ (548)

and by Hélder’s inequality, (5.10), (5.14) and (5.14), we estimate for 0 < 8 < o

ol &wqr1 + w @ o, < 200l llco arllo® o 2r + w0l 10 2,

_2 _4 1
S Ag P 0g41 + Ag P dg41 < ﬁ(qurz. (5.49)
Let us now find the estimates for the error R[(@t + (ve + 2z¢) - V)wéﬁl] We rewrite
((915 + (’Ug + Zg) . V)w((;_?l

\Y% .
= ( (ve + 2¢) - V)<A ai +iac(V®y ; — 1d)<>> x BeePat16 P,
q+

J CeA;

Using (5.1), we obtain

Va
@+ (v + 20) - V)T,
q+1
1 N
< —
S Sy leclegs 5 D laclege o + =l
1 1 -
SN RlEy + 07 + S ek R, I& + 076 lve + el
q+1 g+1 P B
N+2)—
MRS + 07 )M+ lvaloy, + Izl (5.50)

Using (5.29) and (C.7), we obtain
[(0 + (ve + 20) - V)(ac (VO — 1d)) | coeny

(ve + z¢) - V)ac|coor |V Pr,; —1d] goor—

8(N—k)—4
Rl Zp +05) (14 Togleg, + lzalleg, )25

<310
i

_4
5

k=
§
SR, + 050 (1+ Iodlleg, + I24les, ). (5.51)
In view of Lemma D.1 and using (5.50)-(5.51), we estimate
IR[ (@ + (we + 20) - V)l [y,
6
Mg (IR Hco + 621+ glcp, + Izgllos,)

l—w
AN

2/\
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g(m+1)+¢
AR (IR, Hco o)1+ lvglles, + lzdllco,)

m—w
o

+

% 5(m-ﬁ-l) %
g (| Ry Hco +5q+1)(1 +lvglco, + lzqlcp )Ad

m—w
Agi1

(RolZy + 020 (1+ Ivaleg, +124lcp, )

1—w
>‘q+1

8_4
25
lI

+

E(m+2)—3
A (RolEs + 020 (1+ Ioaley, +2alop, )

A1
£-35 & (m+1)-42
A5 (| Ry HCO +5q+1)(1+quHCO,z—i-quHC?,z))\; 5
+ m—w
)\IH-I
6
3 8
Q(HR H o +62 DA+ vglleo, + z4lco,) 8 (m+1)
s e 1 A (5.52)
/\q+1 /\q+1
<m+1>
<A\ 42 g (1+)\3+)\3) + /\m —— 1<—7 2)\§+1, (5.53)
q+1

where we have used (3.7), (3.13), (C.7), @w < 3 — 38 < 1+ and m > 9, and we choose a sufficiently large to absorb
the constant Taking expectation of (5.52) and using Holder’s inequality, (3.8), (3.15) and (3.17), we estimate for
0<pB< 2 1

(m+1)
2w /\5 1
IR[ (@ + (e + 20) - D)ol oo < 40 P ﬁHP+ M11]<73%H, (5.54)
q+1

where we have used (3.8), (3.15), (3.17), w < % —-38 < 5 — 38 and m > 9, and we choose a sufficiently large to
absorb the constant. Combining (5.48)-(5.49) and (5.53)-(5.54), we arrive at

1
< ?Aqﬂ, (5.55)

HR[ (0 + (ve + 20) - V)wg‘ﬁl](

Reorrley, < [t + i@
and

WReorrleo s S lelh @ + wfh@oloo, +IR[ @+ @0+ 20 Vol [lovr < 36052 (5:56)
for 0 < B < 54
5.2.6. Estimate on R.om1. Let us recall the definition of R.,m1 as follows:

Reom1 := (Ve + 20)®(ve + 2¢) — (((vq + zq)®(vq + zq)) * @) *y (g
Using (3.7) and (3.13), we estimate

2

1
HRcomIHCQI < 2|lvg + quQCQ’ < 4()‘3 + )‘g) 7)\q+17 (5.57)

where we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant. Using the mollification estimates, for any ¢ € R and
§ € (0, 55), we estimate

| Reom1 (L < Cllogly | + CllzglZocs + €%zl o g’ (5.58)
Taking expectation of (5.58) and using (3.14), (3.8)-(3.9) and (3.10), we find for 0 < § < 15 and 0 < 8 < o
mmmmmTNQﬂ b+ Cllzal o+ O PNzl 4 )
cZ o r
2 2y 1-2643 212 Po-2 13 -2 -4,1 1
(“ §q + 2N (2rL)? + ¢ /\q(2rL))</\ 0,0 TN SN0 AN < 2k (5:59)

where we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant.
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5.2.7. Estimate on R.om2. Let us recall the definition of R.om2 as follows:
Reomz i= 0g41@(2g41 — 20) + (2g+1 — 20)@Vg11 + 2¢4102¢1+1 — 20®2¢ — R(2g+1 — 20).
Using (5.18), (3.7) and (2.1), we estimate

H’Uq+1®(zq+1 —2z¢) + (2g41 — Zl)é)”qﬂ“cg{m < 2H”q+1|\cgz”zq+1 - Ze”cgz

1 3 3 3 L 3
<5 [/\qH + Aq+1/\q] <=M (5.60)
. o 9 9 1 2 2 1 .2
[24+1®2441 = 2e®2z¢] 0o, < lzg41llco +124lco, = m[/\q+l + /\Q] S oM (5.61)
1 1 1 .2
IR(zg1 = 20)leg, < lzart = 2eloy, < =55 | e + M | < 73 hen (5.62)
where we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant. Combining (5.60)-(5.62), we get
1. 2
H~Rcom2HCE’I < ?)\5’_'_1- (563)
Let us now do the expectation estimates for R.om2. Using Holder’s inequality, (3.12) and (5.20), we estimate
o o 1 —(i_ —(1_
11 ®(za1 = 20) + (2041 = 20)@0gs1lloo, < ogrillooarlzass — zallooar < (1= 3507 © 77 <A77,
Using Holder’s inequality, (3.8) and (3.12), we obtain
o (1
bza1®(zar1 = zolloo.r < Izarilon arllzesn = zgllooor < 2477,
Using a standard mollification estimate, we obtain for any 6 € (0, 1)
1_
|ze(t) = 24() L < L zqlcpcs + €2 5|\Zq\|ct%ﬂscgv
which gives (using (3.9) and (3.10))
1 1
r 1_ r T 1 5 1 _1
¢ — 2yl < Csup <E[|zq|c§’c;]) 0 s (E[|zq|0%aco]) cog et (6

In view of Holder’s inequality, (3.8), (3.12), (5.20) and (5.64), we estimate

I Rcomallco
< wg+1®(zg41 — z)llcor + I(2g11 — 20)@vgr1llcor + 241182441 — 2e®2¢lloo,r + IR(2g41 — 20) oo,
< wg+1®(zg41 = 2g)llco,r + vg+1@(2q — ze)llco r + (241 — 2¢)@vgr1llco
+1(zg = 20)@vgiillco r + 12411®(2g41 — 2g)llcor + N (2q41 — 2)®2g11llco
+I(zg = 20)®2glloo,r + |26®(24 — ze)llcor + IR(2g+1 = 2ol r + IR (24 — 2ze)lco
< 2fvgrilleo 2rlZar1 = zgllco 2r + 2lvgsillco 2rllzg — 2zellco 2r + 2Zg+1llco 2012441 — Zallco 2r
+2llzg — zellco 2rllZgllco 2 + ll2g+1 — 2gllcor + I12q — zellcor
< s < Sh, (5.65)

where we have used 0 < € < 2—14 — 8 and we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant.
Combining (5.26)-(5.27), (5.31)-(5.32), (5.41)-(5.42), (5.46)-(5.47), (5.55)-(5.56), (5.57)-(5.59) and (5.63)-(5.65),
we obtain

o 2 o
[Rotillcy, <Ager and [[Rosaflcor < 42

Hence the inductive estimates (3.16) and (3.17) hold true at the level g + 1.

6. STATIONARY SOLUTIONS TO STOCHASTIC HYPODISSIPATIVE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS
We consider that the trajectory space is 7 = C(R;C*) x C(R;C*) and we take £ = 2 in this section. The
corresponding shifts Sy, ¢t € R, on trajectories are given by
Se(u, W)(-) = (u(- +8),W(- +1t) —W(t)), teR, (u,W)eT.
Recall the notion of stationary solution introduced in Definition 1.2. Our main result of this section is existence

of stationary solutions which are constructed as limits of ergodic averages of solutions from Theorem 3.8. This in
particular implies their non-uniqueness.
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Theorem 6.1. Let u be a solution of system (1.1) obtained in Theorem 3.8 and satisfying (3.20). Then there exists
a sequence T, — o0 and a stationary solution (((NZ,]?, ]IND), ﬁ,W) to (1.1) such that

_/ L[S, (u, Wdt — L[, W1,

weakly in the sense of probability measures on T as n — 0.

Proof. First, we claim that there exists 8, 5” > 0 such that for any N € N

supIE[Hu( +8)|I*" ] < N.

s ([-N,NL;¢E")
Indeed, reviewing the proof of Theorem 3.8, and by interpolation inequality, we deduce for some 8’ € (0, %) and
B" € (L,9) satisfying 8/ + 8" <0 < %B

27

Z |||vq+1 - vq”'Cf/CfU,QT < Z |||’Uq+1 — ’Uq|||cgz7zr

q=0 q=0
o~ ,3
< D lvgst = vgllgady Ivgrs = vl 5 < 5q+1 100 < VBrLas? £ 05 A
q=0 q=0 q=1

Hence, we conclude that v = lim v, exists and belongs to the space L?"(Q; C? (R;C?")). Similarly, using (3.9),

q—)
(3.10), (3.11), (3.12) and interpolation inequality, we deduce for same 8 € (0,2) and B” € (2,9) satisfying
ﬁ/+6”<19<§ﬁandanyp>2

Z lzg+1 — zqmcf’cf”,p

q=0
(3-6)01-8") (3-8"8" B(1- g
< 2 bzt = zallgy 5 zars = zallghay sy Mzarr = 2l 5 lzgrn — 27
q=0 “ Coay t Y
—(3-e)(5=F)(1=5") \ 5(3-B)B" | 38’ (1-5") | 36'5"
DI VS PV AR
q=0
=Y a0 JE=BN1-F")+3(8+16") 3 A;BE=AIO-FN+3(E+38") o 3 )\;%[%*(ﬁ'ﬁﬁ”)] <,
q=0 q=0 q=0

where we have used ¢ < 57 — 3 and ' + B < 5. Hence, we get hm 0 zZq =2 in LP(Q; CP (R; C")), for any p > 2.
Then letting © = v + z, we get an {]—"t}tE]R—adapted analytically Weak solution u to (1.1) and
el oo 50 <
Furthermore, we have
" " " < .
s;;ﬂgE[Hu( S N = <sup Z B[l + 912 oo | <2V supE[HuHCﬁ o] £V

Now, we define the ergodic averages of the solution (u, W) as the probability measures on the trajectory space T

More precisely, the time average is defined as a narrow limit of Riemann sums, that is, for every ¥ € Cy(T) we
have for a sequence of equidistant partitions {0 =tg <t; <--- <ty =T},

—0

[%/0 E[St(u,W)]dt] (¥) = Jim [ Z S, (u W)](\IJ)]

For Ry > 0, N € N, by Arzela-Ascoli Theorem, we have that the set

0

Kors= () {85 19lomqnmper < B
N=M
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is relatively compact in C(R; C% z ), since £ < 8”. Consequently, we deduce that the time shifts S;u, t € R, are tight

on C(R; Cg). Since S;W is a Wiener process for every t € R, the law of S;W does not change with ¢ € R and is
tight. Accordingly, for any € > 0 there exists a compact set K. in T such that

sup P(Si(u, W) € Kf) < e
teR

This implies

1

T
pr(E) = 7 [ B8 W) & KO <
0

and therefore there is a weakly converging subsequence of the probability measures pr for T > 0, that is, there is

a subsequence T,, — o0 and pu € P(T) such that pur, — p weakly in P(T) (cf. The Krylov—Bogoliubov existence
theorem, [11, Theorem 11.7]). Next, define a set

t t
A= {(u,W) eT :{u(t),vy + V/ {(=A)*u(r),vydr + / {div(u(r) @ u(r)),vidr
= (u(s),v) + (W(t) — W(s),v), for all ve CP(T?), divo =0, t > s}
Since (u, W) in the statement of the theorem satisfies the equation, we have for all t € R

L[S:(u, W)](A) = 1.

Hence, also pu,, (A) = 1 for all n € N. By Jakubowski-Skorokhod representation theorem ([26]), there is a probability
space (1, F,P) with a sequence of random variables (%", W"), n € N, such that £[&", W"] = pr, and (&", W")
satisfy equation (1.1) on R. Moreover, there is a random variable (&, W) having the law L[u, W] = u so that

@", W") - (@, W), P-as. inT.

Thus we can pass to the limit in the equation to deduce that u is a law of a solution of (1.1) on R.
Next, we claim that

—/ L[St (u, W)]dt — —/ L[S (u, W)]dt — 0, (6.1)
asn — oo for all 7 € R.

Let ¥ € Cp(T). Using the continuity of the time shifts S; (for any ¢t € R) on 7, we have ¥ 0 S; € Cp(T) and it
holds that

—/ L1811+ (u, W] (D)t = —/T H W))(W)ds
_ _/T" dsf—/ (e, W] (0 )ds+Tin/T"+T L[S, (w, W)](T)ds.

Using the boundedness of ¥, the above expression has the same limit as

I
- / IS, (u, W)]()ds,

as n — o0, this completes the proof of convergence (6.1). Let us now define

T
Wr,T = %/ L[St (u, W)|dt, T > 0.
0

In view of (6.1), we have that w7, — p weakly in P(T) for all 7 € R. Consequently, for every ¥ € C,(7) and
every T € R, we have

p(¥oSy) = lim por, (WoS,) = lim pr, (V) = u(¥),

which completes the proof. g



26 KINRA AND KOLEY

7. 3D STOCHASTIC EULER EQUATIONS

In this section, our aim is to prove the first main result for system (1.2), that is, we will provide the proof of
Theorem 1.4. The steps of the proof of the main result for system (1.2) is similar to the system (1.1). We shall
provide a quick proof based on the calculations given in the previous sections.

Let us first decompose stochastic Euler equations (1.2) into two parts, one is linear and involves the noise,
whereas the second one is a random partial differential equation. In particular, we decompose u = v + 3 such that
3 solves the following stochastic linear system:

dj + 3dt = dW
{ div 3 =0, (7.1)
where W is same as given in Definition 1.1, and v solves the following non-linear random system:
oo +div((o+3)®((W+3)—3+Vp=0
. (7.2)
divo=0

Here, 3 is divergence-free by the assumptions on the noise W. Let us now provide the regularity results for 3 in the
following Proposition:

Proposition 7.1 ([31, Proposition 3.1]). Suppose that Tr((fA)%J“’GG*) < © for some o > 0. Then for any
0€(0,3), p=2

wpb|lsl, | <swe(br, L | <o-vie
teR cp “ce teR CZ "H:YC
where L = 1 depends on Tr((—A)%J“’GG*), 0 and is independent of p.

7.1. Iterative proposition. Now, we apply the convex integration method to the nonlinear equation (7.2), see
Sections 3, 4 and 5 for more details. The convex integration iteration is indexed by a parameter ¢ € Ny. In this
section, we consider A\, d, and ¢ same as in the previous sections. At each step ¢, a pair (bg, ]\qu) is constructing
solving the following system:

010g + div((0g + 3¢) ® (g +34)) = 3q + Vg = divh,
. (7.3)
div v, = 0.
In the above, we define
3q(ta T) = Xq(ng(t)HCQ))N(q(ng(t)HC;)gq(tv33)7

and 34 = P<y ()3, where x4, Xq and P, are same as given in Subsection 3.1. Nq on the right hand side of (7.3)
is a 3 x 3 matrix which is trace-free and we put he trace part into the pressure. Note that 3, satisfies the similar

1 2
estimates as z, for example [34]co < AL, I3l cocs < AZ, lgllco, < (P — 1)z L, etc. (see Remarks 3.3 and 3.4).
The proof of the following lemma is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.5.

Lemma 7.2. Suppose that Tr((fA)%J“’GG*) < o for some o0 = 1. For any p = 2, we have for 0 <e < %,

_(1_
I3qs1 — 3allcop < PL2AG 7.

Under the above assumptions, we present the following iteration proposition:

Proposition 7.3. Suppose that Tr((fA)%J“’GG*) < o for some ¢ = 1 and let r > 1 be fized. Then, for any

B e (0, ﬁ), there exists a choice of parameter a such that following holds true:
Let (vg, Nq) for some q € Ny be an {F;}ier-adapted solution to the system (7.3) satisfying

logles, < Ad. (7.4)
logler, < Ad o2, (7.5)
fogllco s < 167, (7.6)
INlos. < M, (7.7)
INlco < Ger- (78)
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o

There exists an {F;}ier-adapted process (0g41, Ng41) which solves the system (7.3), obeys (7.4)-(7.8) at the level
q + 1 and satisfies

1
|||Uq+1 - nqu“,?r < M5¢12+1a (79)
where M is same as in (3.18).

Proof. The iteration starts at vy = 0, No = —Rj30 + 3030, where R denotes the reverse-divergence operator. It
implies that (3.13)-(3.15) are satisfied at the level ¢ = 0 immediately. From the definition of 3,, we have

: ) Lg, 13 3
[Nollcg, < llsollcp, +lsollce, < 35 + 548 < Ag,
and, we also obtain

[Nollco,r < lsollEo 2 + lsollco,r < 2rL? + 1L < 61

Hence (7.7) and (7.8) are satisfied at the level ¢ = 0. Let us now assume that there exists a pair (v,, V;) which

satisfies (7.4)-(7.8). Our next aim is to show the existence of a pair (0441, Nq+1) which satisfies (7.4)-(7.8) at level
qg+1

o

Mollification: Let us define a mollification of vy, N, and 34 in space and time by convolution as follows:

v = (0g %5 We) # e, Npi= (Ng s We) #0000,  and 0 := (3¢ %o We) % Yo,
where Py and ¢, are given by (4.2). By the definition, it is immediate to see that vy, Ny and 3, are {F; }rer-adapted.
From system (7.3), we find that (vg, Ny) satisfy the following system:

Otoy + div((bg +30)® (Ug +30)+ Vg —vp = diV(Ng + Ncoml)
. (7.10)
div v, =0,
where the commutator stress
Neom1 = (00 + 30)®(0¢ + 3¢0) — (((Uq + 5q)®(uq + 3q)) *g 11’2) #¢ Yo, (7.11)
and
1
g 1= (g %5 o) #4 by — §(|Ué +301* = (Jog + 3q]? *2 We) ¢ 10). (7.12)

New velocity iteration vg41: Let us define

Dyt = 0g + wer1 = g — (0g — vg) + W) + Wl

where wg41 is given by (4.16). It follows by the similar arguments as for (5.18), (5.19) and (5.20) that
1 1 1
Huq-f-lHC?’I < )\q3+17 an+1HCt1’I < )‘;+15¢12+17 and |||Uq+1|"C°,2r <1- 5;+17

for 0 < 8 < 5.
New Reynolds stress ]\ofq+1: We infer from (7.10) and the system (7.3) at the level ¢ + 1 that
diVNq+1 - V7Tq+1

= (¢ + (0 +3¢) - V)W) + (War1 - V) (0e + 3¢) + div () @ W) + Ny)

q
~ ~~ - ~~ - N ~~ i
divNirans divNNash divNyse+VTose
+ (0 + (vg + 30) - V)w((;fgl + div(w((;fgl Quwgt1 + w((zz_),_)l ®w((;_:21)
A ~ -

divNeorr+VTeors
+ diV(t’qH ® (3q+1 —3¢0) + (5q+1 —50)® Vg1t 3g+1 ®3gr1 — 3¢ ®3e + (3q+1 —30)

A ~

~~
divNeom2+VTeom2

+ divNeom1 — Vg

Here N om1 and 7y are as defined in (7.11) and (7.12), respectively, and by using the inverse divergence operator
R discussed in Subsection 2.2, we define

Nirans := R[(&t + (Uz + 5e) . V)wéﬁ)l],
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NNash = R[(Wq-f-l . V)(Uf + 3@)]7

W - We
R[{Wc @ W — %Id}v(acac’ﬂﬁc%)]a

NOSC :
3,3",CHC#0

Noory = R{@t T (ot 30) v>w5;+>1] T 0 B + PG,
Neom = 0g410(g+1 — 3¢0) + (g1 — 30)®0441 + 3¢41®3g11 — 20@2¢ + R(Z441 — 20),

_ 1
Tosc 1= Cy 1Q + B Z aga</¢<¢</(WC 'WC’)’
3,3",¢+¢’'#0

2
(202 + i),

(Uq+1 “(3g+1 = 30) + (3g+1 — 3¢) “3gr1 + |Z*u;+1|2 - |Zw|2))-

7TCO’I"’I” .

Tecom?2 *

Finally, we have

o

Nq+1 = Ntrans + NNash + Nosc + Ncorr + Ncoml + Ncom?u
and
Tg+1 = T¢ — Tosc — Tcorr — Tcom?2-

We infer by the similar arguments as for (5.31)-(5.32), (5.41)-(5.42), (5.46)-(5.47), (5.55)-(5.
(5.63)-(5.65) that

ot
Ut
(=)
~—
—~
ot
ot
\]
g
—~
ot
ot
Ne)
~—
&
B
o,

o 2 o
[Novilley, <Agpr and  [[Ngiaflcor < dqq2,

for0 < g < i. This completes the proof. ]

The following proposition can be proved by following the similar arguments used in the proof of Proposition 3.7.

Proposition 7.4 (Bifurcating inductive proposition). Let (vg, Ng) be as in the statement of Proposition 7.3. For

o,

any interval T < R with |Z| = 3mg (where mq is defined in (4.6)), we can produce a first pair (vg41, Ngt1) and

a second pair (Eq+1,]\°7q+1) which share the same initial data, satisfy the same conclusions of Proposition 7.3 and
additionally

~ 1 ~
log+1 — l]q-f-lmLﬁ,Z = 6qz+17 supp, (vg4+1 — vg41) < 7.

Moreover, if we are given two pairs (vg, Ny) and (84, N,) satisfying (7.4)-(7.8) and

supp, (vg — bg, Ng — Ny) < I,
for some interval J < R, we can exhibit corrected counterparts (Uqula]{]qul) and (0411, ]\D]qul) again satisfying the
same conclusion of Proposition 7.3 together with the following control on the support of their difference:

~

N . > _s
supp;(vg4+1 — Vg41, Ngr1 — Nogy1) © T + A °.

7.2. Main results. We have just established the iteration proposition. In view of Propositions 7.3 and 7.4, we
provide the following result for the system (1.2) which can be proved by following the similar arguments used in
the proof of Theorem 3.8.

Theorem 7.5. Suppose that 'I‘I“((—A)%“”’GG*) < o for some o =1 and letr > 1 be fized. Then, for any B € (0, 57),
there exist infinitely many {Fi}ier-adapted process u(-) which belongs to C(R;C”) P-a.s. for 9 € (0,23) and is an
analytically weak solution to (1.2) in the sense of Definition 1.1. Moreover, the solutions satisfies

lullo 2r < o0 (7.13)

Our next result is the existence of stationary solutions which are constructed as limits of ergodic averages of
solutions from Theorem 7.5. This in particular implies their non-uniqueness. The proof of the following theorem
can be done by following the similar arguments used in the proof of Theorem 6.1.
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Theorem 7.6. Let u be a solution of system (1.2) obtained in Theorem 7.5 and satisfying (7.13). Then there exists
a sequence T, — o0 and a stationary solution (((NZ,]?, ]IND), ﬁ,W) to (1.2) such that

_/ C[S:(u, Wt — L[, W1,

weakly in the sense of probability measures on T as n — o0, where T is same as defined in Section 6.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THE KEY RESULTS

The purpose of this section is to provide the proof of some key results which are used to prove the main results of
this article. In particular, we will provide the proof of Proposition 3.1, Lemma 3.5 and Proposition 3.7, respectively.

A.1. Proof of Proposition 3.1. Let us recall that the unique stationary solution to (3.1) has the explicit form

t
2(t) = / e~ ISt — r)dW(r),
—o0

where S(t) = e At denotes an analytic semigroup generated by the operator A = (—A)®. By [29, Section 2.1],
the Wiener process W can be written as W = >, _ \/cxBrex for an orthonormal basis {ej}ren of L2 consisting of
eigenfunctions of GG* with corresponding eigenvalues ¢, and the coefficient satisfy >3, cx < 00, where {fi}ren
is a sequence of mutually independent standard two-sided real-valued Brownian motions. Also, in view of our
assumption, we have (see [11, Appendix C])

2
[ <

Te((-a)FoG6H) = i o ()i e |

Then it holds for v € (0, 3) and ¢ >

Hz

—~

t) — HL2

t

/ —(t—r) )dW
t
/ —2(t=r) [S(t—r 6kHde7“ +

2
20— e adr + Y ck/[ 0 TSt - r)enfadr
—0o0

2

/ NGt — ) — e PS(s 7r)]dW(r)

og] 1.2

=E

1

& 2
Z Ck H 7(t7T)S(t —r)—e TS (s — T)] ekHL2dr

HMS

ko

8 =
|
» 8\0;

HMS

o
—

g / 2= [S(t — 1) — S(s — 7)]ex;2dr

S

2 s /
< Tr(GG*)/eiQ(t*T)dT + Tr(GG™) / [ef(tf’”) — 67(57”] dr + Z Ck / e 2| [S(t —r) — S(s — T)]ekHizdr
J k=1 I

—00
2

< Tr(GG*)(t — 5)*7 + 2 Te(GG*)(t — 5)*7 + ch/ (s=m) (/ AS( )dT)ek dr
L2
y t—r 1 2
< Te(GG*)(t — 5)*7 + Tr(GG*) / e 25 / —dr| dr
s T
7w s
y t—r 2

< Te(GG)(t — 5)*7 + Tr(GG¥) / e 2 (s — )72 dr

—00

/ 7 ldr
S—Tr
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- ) (t — 5)2Y LQ(GG*) 56_2(S_T)S—T‘_2’Y — ) — (s —7r)]Pdr
THGG™) (1 — 5 + = 4 (s — 1) 2t — )" — (s — )]
* —s 2y TI’(GG*) —s 2y [ e—2(s—r) s—7r —2v r
S THGE) (1= o) + 1= 4 (s —r)>d
166 - o + IO 6 g < w7

where the impllclt constant depends only on the semigroup S(-) and 7 but it is independent of time. Again, it
holds for y € (0,3), £€ (7,3) and t > s,

1

“ )2 2(1) — (—A) 23T 5(s)

+ick/e (=0 ayEro-ar (At — ) S(s—r)]ek‘r dr
+§10k/[e(tr)—e(ST)]ZH(—A)%(%J”’)O‘”(—A)”S(S—T)ekH dr

3 3 / 2
< Tr((—A)2 7 2GGH) / e 2T (t— ) dr + Tr((—A)2 72 GGY) / [e_(t_T) - e_(S_T)] (s—r)~*7dr
—0o0

S

(—A)GHo-av(_ Ay (/t_ v ddTS( ) )ek

I'(1-2¢)
91—2¢

(—A)3 (o) —ay (/ AS(r dT)ek

< Tr((fA)%Jrofza'yGG*) [ (12:_355) I (12122;0 ] (t — 8)2(577)

2

dr
L2

(t _ 8)2(5—71) + T\I.((_A)%-HT—QOWGG*)F(]‘ - 27) (t _ 8)2(5—71)

<TI’(( A) +U 2QVGG*) =T

0 S
P S [ e

dr

1.2

g t—r 2
+ Tr((—A) 32 Ga) / e2) / s

—00

dr
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< TI‘((A)%JrUQa'yGG*)[(l - 25) + (1 - 27)](15 . 8)2(577)

21-2¢ 2—2v
3 r t—r 2
+ Tr((_A)THT_QOWGG*) / 6_2(t_T)(S _ ,,.)—25 / 1747 dr

—00

= Tl“((—A)%"'U_%‘VGG*) [ (12;35) + (12122,7) ] (t . 3)2(5_7)

Tr((—A)2to-207GG¥)

/ e 20 (6 — ) T2 [(t—1)ET — (s — ,ﬂ)éw]QdT

T e
< Tr((fA)%-t-a—vaG*) [ (121__35) i (12j22j) ] (t — 5)2(5_7)
N TT((—A();MW;;VGG*) (t— 5)2@*7)7 ZO e 20 (s — )2y
< TI.((_A)%-FU—&)WGG*) [ (]‘2;35) + (12122’}:7) ] (t _ 8)2(5—7) + TI'((_A();"'U;)QQQ'YGG*) 1—‘(211j2§§) (t _ 8)2(5—7)

< Te((—A)FHo209GGEH) (t — )26,

where the implicit constant depends only on the semigroup S(-), v and £ but it is independent of time, and we
have also used the properties of semigroup S(-) from [36, Theorems 5.2 and 6.13]. Using Gaussianity (see for e.g.
[35, Subsection 5.4]), we have

P

E[l2(t) = 2)I7 4. ] < 0= D (E[l2() - 2()124..])

By Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion and fundamental Sobolev embedding H2+7 < C° for o > 0, we obtain for
5e(0,1)

bl , | <swe|lsr, L | <o-vien
teR cp “ce teR CZ2 "HEtC

where L > 1 depends on Tr((—A)%‘“T_O‘GG*), ¢ and is independent of p.

A.2. Proof of Lemma 3.5. By the definition of z,, we deduce for any p > 2

Bass — 2ol , = supE[ sup |zgsa(s) - zq<s>|go]
teR t<s<t+1 x

=sup1E[ sup |Xq+1(|%q+1(5)|cg)>~(q+1(|%q+1(5)|C;)zq+1(5)—Xq(|%q(5)|cg)>~(q(|%q(5)|c;)zq(3)|go]
teR | t<s<t+1 >

<supE| sup [Zg11(s) = Z4 ()0 - Xg11(1Zg+1(5)lc) - Xy (1Zg+1(5) )
teR  [t<s<t+1 @

~ ~ ~ D ~p~
+ suplE[ sup [ Z4(5) %o -+ [Xg+1(1Zq+1(8) o) = xq(1Z4(5)] o) -xé’(lzq(S)lc;)]
teR t<s<t+1 x

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ [~ P
+ suplE[ sup | Z4(5)[g0 - Xg11(1Zg+1(8) [ c0) - [Raw1(1Zg+1(5) 1) = Xa(IZ4(5) [ cr))| ]
teR t<s<t+1 ®

=1+1I+ 1L (A1)

FEstimate for I. By the definition of Z,, we have

qurl(ta I) - zq(ta I) = Z eik-m’%(ta k)v

1 1
AF <|k|<AZ,
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where 2 is the Fourier transform of z, and k € Z3. Then using Holder’s inequality, we deduce for any ¢ € R and
o> 0,

1Zgn () = Z,(De < Y. |2(tK)]
)\q%<|k\<)\q%+1
= > ARG k) (1 + kPTG
)\q%<|k\<)\q%+1

=
Nl=

N

31504 (344 Y
> A+RPEIE R O AHEDTER L A 20 540

1 1 1 1
AG <[kl<AZ,, AF <|kl<AZ,

Taking expectation of (A.2) and using (3.8), we obtain

T<swE| s [Bea(s) - 200l |
teR t<s<t+1 i

<APsupE| sup |20, | <A, < O0 VR, (4.3)
¢ teR H3te ? HER p ¢

t<s<t+1

Estimate for . By the definitions of x, and x,+1 (see Subsection 3.1), we deduce that

|Xq+1(|\5q+1(3)|\cg) - Xq(H%q(S)Hcgﬂ

= > TR e T 3 1,5
{Eop<ratzand U Olog=rara i} By reand

(A4)

N I e BRI L de)
“zq+1(s)“cg>7.4.2.2>‘é+1 qu(s)Hcg>7.4.2.2>‘q

Using (A.4) and Holder’s inequality, we obtain

OI<supE| sup [Z,(s)]% -1 1| +supE| sup [|Z,(8)]%0 -1 1
iR L<s<t+1 IZ()lcg {\\Eq+1(5)\\cg>ﬁ>\3 E} teR | t<s<t+1 IZ()lcg {H%(S)Hcg>ﬁk3 E}

q+1
1 1
<sup(E ZeiE ) (BBl > —2 i)
< Su su ZalS . z e
te]lg t<s<1t)+1 K oy aticy, 7.4.92.979t!
+sup(E Eo ) (Bl > —2 i) (A5)
su su ZalS . ZalS 0 e . .
te]lg t<s<€+1 aeeg NG 742,971

By Chebyshev’s inequality and (3.8), we have

P L ) cra2 oG (E 2,()2
sup (B{ 1Z,(5) ey, > A ) < a2 S (8] s 12,0012
teR ’ TE L teR v

Nl=

t<s<t+1
< (7-4-2-2)P2; 5O (\/2pL)P, (A.6)
and
1 1
sup( P{|Zg51(8)|co > _ el e (7-4-2-2PA 5P qup(E| sup [|Zg01(5)|2 ’
teR ! be T 7.4.2.279%1 ot teR t<s<itl Ce
< (7-4-2-2P2, 5P (/2pLy". (A7)
Therefore, using (A.5)-(A.7) and (3.8), we write
< 2] o, (742 24 /2pL)P()\q_(%—8)P + A;ﬁ_a)p) <(7-4-4- 2pL2)p)\q_(%—€)P' (A.8)

Estimate for L. By the definitions of X, and X441 (see Subsection 3.1), we deduce that

Xa+1(1Zg+1(s)c2) — Xq(|Zq(8)]c2)| < Ly 2o 2o+ 1y 2-.
Rer1(IZar1(s)loy) = Xa(IZa($)lop)] < {CACTIE N ERNETINESY S ENCIERT

<1 2.y +1 2..),
DRSBTS i R {EXCTIESY
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Using (A.9) and Holder’s inequality, we obtain

I <supE
teR

~ D > r
sup |[Z4(s -1 +supE| sup |Z4(s -1 2_
o2 Fa(lcy {Nqﬂ(s)clﬂqﬂ}} e Lgsgm Za(s)lley {IEloy>2i )

1
~ 2 2 ~ Z- 3
<sup<E[ sup |zq(s)|g;]> (P{IZen leser > A })
teR t<s<t+1 ®

(B sup |zq<s>|ég])% (P{E)orer > ) (A.10)

teR t<s<t+1

By Chebyshev’s inequality and (3.9), we have

[N

1
iunlé’(]}p{|zq(8)|cgc;>)\§5})2<)\q(%s)pSUP<E[ sup |%q<s>|2g;]) < ST (L, (A
€

teR t<s<t+1
and
r e R 3
sup(P{ 1201 (0)lcger > Mt )T < sun(B| sw (2@ ) < A ey (a2)
teR teR t<s<t+1 x
Therefore, using (A.10)-(A.12) and (3.8), we write
_(1_
I < [[% %0 o, (v/2PL)P (A 7 10,5 77) < (2227, G (A.13)

Hence, in view of (A.1), (A.3), (A.8) and (A.IS), we have
Zor1 — zglleo, < (DYP + @)YP + (VP < A 57 JpL + pL2Ag 572 < pL2(A; 77 + A, 57y < pr2a; 579,
q allco,p q q q q
where we have used o > 1. This completes the proof.

A.3. Proof of Proposition 3.7. Let us choose and fix an interval Z < [k, k + 1] with |Z| = 3mg. Then we can always
find jp such that

supp, (10, (1)) = suppy (n(mg ' (- = k) — jo)) = Z.
For j = jo, we replace ng)

we keep the same I‘éj ). Note that f‘éﬂ ) still solves (B.5) and hence G, satisfies (4.13). Let us denote the velocity
perturbation, principle part of velocity perturbation, corrector part of velocity perturbation, new velocity and new

in wg+1 by féj) = fI‘gj). In other words, we replace a¢ by d¢ = —a¢. Otherwise,

stress tensor corresponding to a¢ by @Wqt1, w¢(1+)1= ~§+)17 Vg1 and Rq+1 Observe that G also satisfies the same

bound as a¢ in (5.1). As a result, the pair (9,41, Ry41) satisfies (3.13)-(3.17) at level ¢ + 1 and (3.18) as desired.
On the other hand, by the construction, @g41 differs from wy11 on the support of supp,(n;,.x(-)). Therefore, we
can easily see

SUPpt(”qH —Vgy1) = Suppt(wq+l —Wgt1) c T.

We have
Wl P =2 3 cxlob min- o Idfc*Re . BeePar1CPhio (A.14)
CeEA,; e
Jo
Consider
(w((zﬁ—)l Néi)l)@( §p+)1 55?1)
> 2
_ i R
=4y o mg g FE;JO)(Id—C*—é) Bc®Bo +4 Y acagWe(® o) @ Wer (P jo )
¢ e ¢+¢’'#0
=4nf0,k(02191d—ée> + Y acacWe(® o) @ Wer (P sy ), (A.15)
¢+¢'#0
which gives
W), — BB =122 e told+ Y Tr(acagWe(Dr o) @ Wer (@ 5,)- (A.16)

¢+¢'#0
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In view of Lemma D.1, we estimate

E[ > /TF(GCGC'Wc(‘I)k,jO)®W</(‘1>k,jo))d$]
¢+¢r#0 Y T

/TB Tr(acacWe (P jo) @ Wer (@ j, ) )dz

|

< El Z
¢+¢'#0

<E Z / acacrBe ® chei’\"“(“d)'q”“’jo dz ]
T

[ ¢+C7#0
— lacaclcoom + lacac oo VP jol com ]
[ ¢+¢/#0 >‘:1n+1
r 8 ° ° 4 2N—1)
A" (1 Rqlco, + 6qe1) + (IRl + 8gr1)Ad"
<E ! e 1 NG T H ! <A 5m5q+1 < 641, (A.17)
q+1

where we have used (5.43), (C.7) and m > 9, and a is chosen sufficiently large to absorb the constant. Making use
of (A.16), (4.11), (3.17) and (A.17), we estimate

oy — BEL IRz 5 = 12(27)%¢5 0g1 — Bg i1 > 4041 (A.18)

Therefore, using (A.18) and (5.14), we obtain

lvg+1 — "7q+1|||L§,2 = Jlwg+1 — ‘:’qulmLﬁ,?

~ 3 c ~(c 1 1
> ol — 38 a2 — @M (Jwllloo o + 15 lco2) = 262, — 62,1 = 62,1, (A.19)

where a is chosen sufficiently large to absorb the constant in the inequality

() 5@ Ve 7 - AR
lowgrilloo 2r + 1&g 1llco.2r 220 70701 < (@m)3 o+t

~

Lastly, we suppose that a pair (3, R,) (satisfying system (3.4)) satisfies (3.13)-(3.17) and
supp,(vg — Vg, Ry — Rg) < J

for some time interval 7. Proceed to construct the regularized flow, Ry as we did for R, and note that they differ
_8 _s .
only in 7+ 4 =7+ X\ . As a result, w41 differ from @g41 only in J + A\g ® and hence the pairs (vg11, Rg+1)

o

and (Dg41, Rgt1) satisfy

~
o o

_s
SUpPy (Vg+1 — Vg1, Rg1 — Rgv1) © T + Ag °.

This completes the proof.

APPENDIX B. BELTRAMI WAVES

In this section, we recall the Beltrami waves from [5, Section 5.4] which is adapted to the convex integration
technique in Proposition 3.6. Note that the construction discussed below is independent of sample points w, that
is, it is purely deterministic. First of all we recall the definition of Beltrami waves.

Given ¢ € S n Q3, let A¢ € S? n Q? satisfy A¢ - = 0 and A_¢ = A¢. Furthermore, we also define a complex
vector

B = %(Ag +i¢ x A¢) e C3. (B.1)

It is immediate from the definition of B that it satisfies
|Be| =1, B¢-¢=0, i¢ x B¢ = B¢, B¢ =B
With the above preparation, we infer that for any A € Z, such that A\( € Z3, the function
We = Wea(z) := Bee™?,

is T3-periodic, divergence-free, and is an eigenfunction of the curl operator with eigenvalue A. That is, W, is a
complex Beltrami plane wave. Next, we discuss a useful property of linear combinations of complex Beltrami plane
waves.
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Lemma B.1 ([5, Proposition 5.5]). Let A be a given finite subset of S* N Q3 such that —A = A, and let X\ € Z be
such that AN c Z. Then for any choice of coefficients ac € C with az = a—_¢ the vector field

W(x) = Z acBeee®, (B.2)
CeA

is a real-valued, divergence-free Beltrami vector field curlW = AW, and satisfies stationary Euler equations

2
div(W QW) = V@. (B.3)
Furthermore, we also have
1
<W®W>:=][ W(z) @ W(z) dz = 52 lac|*(Id — ¢ ®¢). (B.4)
T3 CeA

Remark B.2. The key point of the construction is that the abundance of Beltrami flows allows to find several flows
v such that

v @u(t) := ][ (v®o)(t,z)dx = R,
T3
for some prescribed symmetric matriz R. It is true that we must choose these flows carefully such that they rely

smoothly on the matriz R, at least when R belongs to a neighborhood of the identity matriz. In view of (B.4), such
selection is possible (see Lemma B.3 below).

The following lemma can be found in [5] (see [5, Proposition 5.6]).

Lemma B.3 (Geometric Lemma). There exists a constant (sufficient small) 0 < ¢y < 1 with the following property.
Let B, (Id) denote the closed ball of symmetric 3 x 3 matrices, centered at Id, of radius cy. Then, there exists
pairwise disjoint subsets

Ao ©S?n Q3% ae{0,1},
and smooth positive functions
I e 0% (B, (1d)), a€{0,1},¢€ Aq,

such that the following hold:

For every ¢ € Ay, we have —C € A, and Fga) = F(_ag. For each R € B, (I1d), we have the identity

rR=1 Y [r®] wa-ceo. (B.5)
2 CeAn

Remark B.4. It has been noticed (see [5]) that it is sufficient to consider index sets Ao and Ay in Lemma B.3 to
have 12 elements. Moreover, by abuse of notation, for j € Z we denote Aj = Aj mod 2. Hence in Subsection 4.3,

we also write 1"20‘) as I‘éj). Also it is convenient to denote M geometric constant such that

3 len s, qay < M, (B.6)
CeAa

holds for n large enough, o € {0,1} and ¢ € A,. This parameter is universal.
APPENDIX C. ESTIMATES FOR TRANSPORT EQUATIONS

In this section, we present a detailed estimates of the solutions to the transport equation (4.7) which have been
frequently used in this work. Let us consider the following transport equation on [to, T], to = 0:

(G+m-V)f=g
f(t07 JI) = fO'
We have the following estimates for f (see [2, Proposition D.1, (133), (134)]):

(t=to)|m] b ot=r)|m]
I£Oley < [folese’ ™ Fomh 4 [Tl g 1) oy (1)
to

and more generally, for any NV > 2, there exists a constant C' = C such that

1#@ley < (Ifoley +Ctt — to)lmlcy, . oxlfolles )e

C(t—to)|m| o 1
ltg, 1%
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too@—r
+ [T 0 (Jg(r) ey + € - niml ey, exlgmler)dr (C2)
to to,t x xT
Consider the following case:
D(tg, z) = x.

Now let ¥(s,x) = ®(s,x) — x, then ¥ satisfies the following equations:
{(6,5 +m-V)¥U =—m

{(8t+m-v)¢=0

\IJ(tQ, {E) = 0.
From (C.1), we have
0

t t—1
[98(0) - Wdjeg = 180y < [ 7" Hon gy
x x 10,

to

jcadr = TNl ek _ (C.3)

Now let us find the similar estimates for the solution ®y ; of (4.7), for j € {0,1,...,[m ']}, where m, is given by
(4.6). In view of (3.7), (3.14) and (4.6), we obtain for any k € Z and 0 < 8 < 5

7 1 2 3 3 1 1 7 1 2

552 3 Ta )y 285 18§ 12 552 3
mqve +Z€|‘C§kyk+1]c; < mq()\q o + )‘q> S Ag1Aa 10,04 ()‘q o + )\q)
_3
4

q+1

_1 _3
4

- T T Bt (3-gri3-8) _ -3
S AL 100y TN O S A A S, od = A <A P <<1,  (CA)

where we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant. Since e* — 1 < 2z for x € [0, 1], we obtain for (C.3)
and (C.4) that

2mygl||lve+2
LZH I3 eHCFk,k+1]Cé 71

sup qu)k,j (t) — Id“cg <e
telk+(j—1)mgq,k+(j+1)mq]

_4
s qu’U[ + Zg”cO Cé < Aq v << 1, (05)

[,k 1]

where we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant. Furthermore, we also have from (C.5)

sup V@, ()] co < sup IV®y,;(t) = Id|co + 1 <2,
te[k+(i—1)mq,k+(j+1)mqg] te[k+(i—1)mq,k+(j+1)mq]
1 (C.6)
sup V@ ;(#)]co =1~ sup IV®y ;(t) — Id]co = 7
te[k+(i—1)mq,k+(j+1)mq] telk+(i—1)mq,k+(j+1)mq]
Similarly, by (C.2) and (C.4), we get for N > 1
2myglve+2z
sup HV(I)k;J(t)HCN < quw + Zg“co oN+1€ Ive [Hcfk,kJrl]calz
te[k+(i—1)mq k+(Gi+1)mq] ‘ e
_ _N.—2 4(2N-1)
S Nmg|lve + ziley, o1 S Mt = ; (C.7)
where we have also used (4.1). Now, using (4.7), (C.6), (3.13) and (3.7), we have
sup [0:®k. sl co
telk+(j—1)mgq,k+(G+1)mq]
< sup I((ve + ze) - V)P i co
te[k+(j—1)mq,k+(j+1)mq]
1 1 1
< sup ”'Ug + Zz“cg sup qu)k,j ”CS < )\; + A < )\; (CS)
te[k+(i—1)mq,k+(j+1)mq] telk+(i—1)mq,k+(j+1)mq]

Differentiating both side of the first equations of (4.7), and using (C.6), (C.7), (3.13), (3.14) and (3.7), we
estimate

sup 10:V @k jllco
telk+(j—1)mgq,k+(j+1)mq]
< sup IV(ve + ze) co sup IV@r,jlco
te[k+(j—1)mq,k+(j+1)mq] te[k+(j—1)mq,k+(j+1)mq]
+ sup lve + zell o sup V2@ ] co
te[k+(j—1)mgq,k+(j+1)mq] te[k+(j—1)mgq,k+(j+1)mg]

71 2 1 14 71 2 17 7
S(AG0G +A3) + (A +A§)AG SASIE + A3 +A° S AS. (C.9)
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The estimates (C.6)-(C.9) have been used in Subsections 5.1 and 5.2 to estimate the C} ,-norm of w41 and (3.16)-
(3.17) at the level of ¢ + 1.

APPENDIX D. USEFUL LEMMAS

Let us first introduce the following lemma which makes rigorous the fact that R obeys the same elliptic regularity
estimates as |[V|~1. We recall the following stationary phase lemma (see for example [5, Lemma 5.7] and [12, Lemma
2.2]), adapted to our setting.

Lemma D.1 (Stationary phase Lemma). Given ¢ € S n Q3, let A\{ € Z® and a € (0,1). Assume that a € C™*(T3)
and ® € C"™(T3;R3) are smooth functions such that the phase function ® obeys

1

— < |Ve| <,

£ <Ive)

on T3, for some constant C > 1. Then, with the inverse divergence operator R defined in Subsection 2.2, we have
for anymeN

AC ma + ajco| V@ om.e
R( ix¢ M))H < lalee | Jale ,
R(at)e oo S Ao T Am—a

where the implicit constant depends on C, o and m (in particular, not on the frequency \).

Lemma D.2 ([2, Proposition C.1]). Let ® : O - R and f : R™ — O be two smooth functions, with O < R™. Then,
for every N € N, there is a constant C = C(n,m,N) > 0 such that

(@0 /]y <C([®],[/]y + ID2In -1l £l [£]5):
(@0 f]y < C([®],[]y + 1D|x[£]))

Lemma D.3 ([38, Theorem 1.4], [17, Theorem B.1]). Let v,e > 0 and 8 = 0 such that 2y + S+ € < 1, and let
f(t): T2 - R3. If f e C27*+B8+¢ then (—A)Yf e CB, and there exists a constant C = C(e) > 0 such that

x>’

H(_A)’YfHC?Cf < C(e)[f]cgcgv+ﬂ+e.
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