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NON-UNIQUENESS OF HÖLDER CONTINUOUS SOLUTIONS FOR STOCHASTIC EULER

AND HYPODISSIPATIVE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS

KUSH KINRA AND UJJWAL KOLEY

Abstract. Here we construct infinitely many Hölder continuous global-in-time and stationary solutions to the
stochastic Euler and hypodissipative Navier-Stokes equations in the space CpR;Cϑq for 0 ă ϑ ă 5

7
β, with 0 ă β ă 1

24

and 0 ă β ă min
 
1´2α

3
, 1

24

(
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 Hölder continuous solutions for the underlying equations. As a main novelty with respect
to the related literature, our result produces solutions with noteworthy Hölder exponents.

Contents

1. Introduction 1
2. Preliminaries 4
3. Stochastic convex integration set-up and first main result for (1.1) 5
4. Convex integration scheme for (1.1) 8
5. Inductive estimates and proof of Proposition 3.6 13
6. Stationary solutions to stochastic hypodissipative Navier-Stokes equations 23
7. 3D stochastic Euler equations 26
Appendix A. Proof of the key results 29
Appendix B. Beltrami waves 34
Appendix C. Estimates for transport equations 35
Appendix D. Useful lemmas 37
References 37

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 T3 “ R3{p2πZq3. The stochastic hypodissipative Navier-Stokes
equations are given by

#
du ` rνp´∆qαu ` divpu b uq ` ∇psdt “ dW, in R ˆ T3,

div u “ 0, in R ˆ T3,
(1.1)

where upt, xq : R ˆ T3 Ñ R3, ppt, xq : R ˆ T3 Ñ R represent the velocity field and pressure field, respectively, at
time t and position x, and viscosity coefficient ν ą 0. Here W is a GG˚-Wiener process on some probability space
pΩ,F ,Pq, where G is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator from U to L2

σ for some Hilbert space U and L2
σ denotes the space

of L2 functions which are mean-free and divergence-free. The dissipation is fractional in the sense that it assumes
the form of a fractional power p´∆qα of the Laplacian ([38]), and hypodissipative in the sense that α P p0, 1

2
q.

Moreover, the stochastic Euler equations are given by
#
du ` rdivpu b uq ` ∇psdt “ dW, in R ˆ T3,

div u “ 0, in R ˆ T3.
(1.2)

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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2 KINRA AND KOLEY

Definition 1.1. We say that ppΩ,F , tFtutPR,Pq,u,Wq is an analytically weak solution to the stochastic hypodis-
sipative Navier-Stokes equations (1.1) and stochastic Euler equations (1.2) for ν ą 0 and ν “ 0, respectively,
provided

(1) pΩ,F , tFtutPR,Pq 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 tFtutPR;
(3) the velocity u P CpR ˆ T3q P-a.s. and is tFtutPR-adapted;
(4) for every ´8 ă s ď t ă 8, the following holds P-a.s.

xuptq, υy `
ˆ t

s

xdivpuprq b uprqq, υydr

“ xupsq, υy ´ ν

ˆ t

s

xp´∆qαuprq, υydr ` xWptq ´ Wpsq, υy

for all υ P C8pT3q with divυ “ 0.

Our first aim is to prove non-uniqueness of solutions in the class of Hölder continuous functions under suitable
assumption on noise. Secondly, we prove the existence and non-uniqueness of global stationary solutions in the
Hölder 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 :“ CpR;Cκq ˆ CpR;Cκq,
for some κ ą 0. Also let St, t P R, be a shifts on trajectories given by

Stpu,Wqp¨q :“ pup¨ ` tq,Wp¨ ` tq ´ Wptqq, t P R, pu,Wq P T .

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

Definition 1.2. We say that ppΩ,F , tFtutPR,Pq,u,Wq 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,

LrStpu,Wqs “ Lru,Ws, for all t P R.

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 C1-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 L8 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 Hölder space C
1

10
´ 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 Cϑ for some small ϑ ą 0 ([31]) as well. More specifically, very recent works [30, 31] by Lü et.

al. established existence of Hölder continuous solutions for the system (1.2) which is far away from the C
1

3
´

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 Hölder space C
1

3
´. 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 ϑ-Hölder
continuous solutions to the stochastic hypodissipative Navier-Stokes equations (1.1) and stochastic Euler equations
(1.2) for some noteworthy Hölder exponent ϑ ą 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 α P p0, 1
2

q and Trpp´∆q 3

2
`σ´αGG˚q ă 8 for some σ ě 1, then there exist infinitely

many analytically weak solutions to (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.1 with tFtutPR being the normal filtration
generated by the Wiener process W, which belongs to CpR;Cϑq for any ϑ P p0, 5

7
βq with β P

`
0,min

 
1´2α

3
, 1
24

(˘
.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that Trpp´∆q 3

2
`σGG˚q ă 8 for some σ ě 1, then there exist infinitely many analytically

weak solutions to (1.2) in the sense of Definition 1.1 with tFtutPR being the normal filtration generated by the
Wiener process W, which belongs to CpR;Cϑq for any ϑ P p0, 5

7
βq with β P

`
0, 1

24

˘
.

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 Hölder continuous
solutions to system (1.2) with ϑ P p0,mint σ

73¨p62q5 ,
1

7¨p62q5 uq, whereas in [31], the authors obtained similar result for

ϑ P
`
0,mint σ

120¨75 ,
1

3¨75 u
˘
. In this work, we have constructed solutions to system (1.2) for any ϑ P p0, 5

7
βq with

β P
`
0, 1

24

˘
.

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 Hölder space. Let us now state our
second main result for (1.1) and (1.2).

Theorem 1.6. Suppose that α P p0, 1
2

q and Trpp´∆q 3

2
`σ´αGG˚q ă 8 for some σ ě 1, then there exist infinitely

many stationary solutions to (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.2. Furthermore, solution u belongs to CpR;Cϑq for
any ϑ P p0, 5

7
βq with β P

`
0,min

 
1´2α

3
, 1
24

(˘
satisfying

sup
tPR

E

„
sup

tďsďt`1

}upsq}Cϑ


ă 8.

Theorem 1.7. Suppose that Trpp´∆q 3

2
`σGG˚q ă 8 for some σ ě 1, then there exist infinitely many stationary

solutions to (1.2) in the sense of Definition 1.2. Furthermore, solution u belongs to CpR;Cϑq for any ϑ P p0, 5
7
βq
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with β P
`
0, 1

24

˘
satisfying

sup
tPR

E

„
sup

tďsďt`1

}upsq}Cϑ


ă 8.

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 À b if there exists a constant c ą 0 such that a ď cb.

2.1. Function spaces. Given a Banach space X with the norm } ¨ }X and t P R, we denote CtX :“ Cprt, t` 1s;Xq as
the space of continuous functions from rt, t` 1s to X, equipped with the supremum norm

}u}CtX :“ sup
tďsďt`1

}upsq}X.

For α P p0, 1q, we use Cα
t X to denote the space of α-Hölder continuous functions from rt, t` 1s to X, endowed with

the norm

}u}Cα
t X :“ sup

s,rPrt,t`1s,s‰r

}upsq ´ uprq}X
|s´ r|α ` }u}CtX.

For α P p0, 1q, we also write Cα :“ CαpT3q as the space of α-Hölder continuous functions from T3 to R3 endowed
with the norm

}u}Cα :“ sup
x,yPT3,x‰y

|upxq ´ upyq|
|x´ y|α ` sup

xPT3

|upxq|.

We denote Lp as the set of standard Lp-integrable functions from T3 to R3. For s ą 0 and p ą 1, the Sobolev space

Ws,p :“ tu P Lp; }u}Ws,p :“ }pId ´ ∆q s
2u}Lp ă 8u.

We set

L2
σ :“ tu P L2;

ˆ

T3

upxqdx “ 0, divu “ 0u.

For s ą 0, we also denote Hs :“ Ws,2 X L2
σ. For t P R and a domain D Ă R, we denote the space of CN -functions

from rt, t` 1s ˆ T3 and D ˆ T3 to R3, respectively, by CN
t,x and CN

D,x, for any N P N0 :“ N Y t0u. The spaces are
equipped with the norms

}u}CN
t,x

“
ÿ

0ďn`|α|ďN

nPN0,αPN3

0

}Bn
t D

αu}L8
rt,t`1s

L8 , }u}CN
D,x

“
ÿ

0ďn`|α|ďN

nPN0,αPN3

0

sup
tPD

}Bn
t D

αu}L8 .

Remark 2.1. We use b̊ to denote the trace-free part of the tensor product. For a tensor T , we denote its trace-free
part by T̊ :“ T ´ 1

3
TrpT qId.

2.2. Inverse divergence operatorR. Let us recall the definition of inverse divergence operatorR from [15, Definition
4.2]. The inverse divergence operator R acts on a vector field u “ pu1, u2, u3q with

´

T3 upxqdx “ 0 as

pRuqij “ pBi∆´1uj ` Bj∆´1uiq ´ 1

2
pδij ` BiBj∆´1qdiv∆´1u,

for i, j P t1, 2, 3u. We also know that Rupxq is a symmetric trace-free matrix for each x P T3, and R is a right
inverse of the div operator, that is, divpRuq “ u. Interestingly, from [9, Theorem B.3], we also have for 1 ď p ď 8

}Ru}Lp À }u}Lp . (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 pΩ,F ,Pq, where G is a Hilbert-Schmidt
operator from U to L2

σ for some Hilbert space U .
Given a Banach space X “ CpT3q or X “ CκpT3q for some κ ą 0, for 1 ď p ă 8 and δ P p0, 1

2
q, we denote

|||u|||p
X,p :“ sup

tPR
E

„
sup

tďsďt`1

}upsq}p
X


, |||u|||p

C
1

2
´δ

t X,p

:“ sup
tPR

E

„
}u}p

C
1

2
´δ

t X


.

The above norms denote function spaces of random variables on Ω taking values in CpR;Xq and C
1

2
´δpR;Xq,

respectively, with bounds in LppΩ;CpI;Xqq and LppΩ;C 1

2
´δpI;Xqq for bounded interval I Ă 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 L1 and H
3

2
`κ for some κ ą 0. In the subsequent discussion, we

refer to the property that u has a uniform moment of order p locally in CpR ˆ T3q as |||u|||C0,p ă 8.

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 q than the
moment bounds necessary at step q` 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 ` rνp´∆qαz ` zsdt “ dW

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:

#
Btv ` νp´∆qαv ` divppv ` zq b pv ` zqq ´ z ` ∇p “ 0,

div v “ 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
p.

In view of the factorizationmethod, one can obtain the regularity of z on a given stochastic basis pΩ,F , tFtutPR,Pq
with tFtutPR 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 Tr
´

p´∆q 3

2
`σ´αGG˚

¯
ă 8 for some σ ą 0. Then for any δ P p0, 1

2
q, p ě 2

sup
tPR

E

„
}z}p

C
1

2
´δ

t Cσ


À sup

tPR
E

„
}z}p

C
1

2
´δ

t H
3

2
`σ


ď pp ´ 1q p

2Lp, (3.3)

where L ě 1 depends on Tr
´

p´∆q 3

2
`σ´αGG˚

¯
, δ and is independent of p.
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3.1. Iterative proposition. Now, we apply the convex integration method to the nonlinear equation (3.2). The
convex integration iteration is indexed by a parameter q P N0. We consider an increasing sequence tλquqPN0

which
diverges to 8, and a bounded sequence tδquqPN which decreases to 0. We choose a P N sufficiently large, b P N and
β P p0, 1q and let

λq “ ab
q

, δ1 “ 3rL2, δq “ 1

2
λ
2β
2 λ´2β

q , q ě 2.

At each step q, a pair pvq, R̊qq is constructing solving the following system:
#

Btvq ` νp´∆qαvq ` divppvq ` zqq b pvq ` zqqq ´ zq ` ∇pq “ divR̊q

div vq “ 0.
(3.4)

In the above, we define

zqpt, xq “ χq

`
}rzqptq}C0

x

˘
rχq

`
}rzqptq}C1

x

˘
rzqpt, xq, (3.5)

where χq and rχq are non-increasing smooth functions such that

χqpxq “
#
1, x P r0, 1

7¨4¨2¨2λ
1

3
´ε

q s,
0, x P p 1

7¨4¨2¨2λ
1

3

q ,8q,
and rχqpxq “

#
1, x P r0, λ

2

3
´ε

q s,
0, x P pλ

2

3

q ,8q,
with their derivatives bounded by 1, which requires

1

λ
1

3

q ´ λ
1

3
´ε

q

ď 1

7 ¨ 4 ¨ 2 ¨ 2 and
1

λ
2

3

q ´ λ
2

3
´ε

q

ď 1, (3.6)

and rzq “ Pďfpqqz with fpqq “ λ
1

3

q . Here Pďfpqq is the Fourier multiplier operator, which projects a function onto

its Fourier frequencies ď fpqq in absolute value, and ε is another small parameter (see Subsection 4.1). R̊q on the
right hand side of (3.4) is a 3 ˆ 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 zq, we have

}zq}C0
t,x

ď 1

7 ¨ 4 ¨ 2 ¨ 2λ
1

3

q ď 1

2
λ

1

3

q and }zq}C0
t C

1
x

ď λ
2

3

q . (3.7)

Remark 3.4. By the Sobolev embedding }f}L8 À }f}
H

3

2
`κ for κ ą 0 and (3.3), we observe that for any p ě 2 and

δ P p0, 1
2

q

|||zq|||C0,p À |||rzq|||
H

3

2
`κ

,p
À |||z|||

H
3

2
`κ

,p
À pp´ 1q 1

2L, (3.8)

|||zq|||C1,p À |||rzq|||C1,p À fpqq|||z|||
H

3

2
`κ

,p
À pp´ 1q 1

2Lλ
1

3

q , (3.9)

|||zq|||
C

1

2
´δ

t C0
x,p

À |||rzq|||
C

1

2
´δ

t C1
x,2p

|||rzq|||
C

1

2
´δ

t C0
x,2p

À λ
1

3

q |||z|||2
C

1

2
´δ

t H
3

2
`κ

,2p
À p2p´ 1qL2λ

1

3

q , (3.10)

|||zq|||
C

1

2
´δ

t C1
x,p

À |||rzq|||
C

1

2
´δ

t C1
x,2p

|||rzq|||
C

1

2
´δ

t C1
x,2p

À λ
2

3

q |||z|||2
C

1

2
´δ

t H
3

2
`κ

,2p
À p2p´ 1qL2λ

2

3

q . (3.11)

The above estimates (3.8)-(3.11) will be used in the sequel. Let us also give an estimate on zq`1 ´ zq, 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
´

p´∆q 3

2
`σ´αGG˚

¯
ă 8 for some σ ě 1. For any p ě 2, we have for 0 ă ε ă 1

3
,

|||zq`1 ´ zq|||C0,p À pL2λ
´p 1

3
´εq

q . (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
´

p´∆q 3

2
`σ´αGG˚

¯
ă 8 for some σ ě 1 and let r ą 1 be fixed. Then, for any

β P p0,mint 1´2α
3
, 1
24

uq, there exists a0 ą 1 such that for any a ą a0 the following holds: Let pvq, R̊qq for some
q P N0 be an tFtutPR-adapted solution to the system (3.4) satisfying

}vq}C0

t,x
ď λ

1

3

q , (3.13)
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}vq}C1

t,x
ď λ

7

5

q δ
1

2

q , (3.14)

|||vq|||C0,2r ď 1 ´ δ
1

2

q , (3.15)

}R̊q}C0
t,x

ď λ
2

3

q , (3.16)

|||R̊q|||C0,r ď δq`1. (3.17)

There exists an tFtutPR-adapted process pvq`1, R̊q`1q which solves the system (3.4), obeys (3.13)-(3.17) at the level
q ` 1 and satisfies

|||vq`1 ´ vq|||C0,2r ď M̄δ
1

2

q`1, (3.18)

where M̄ is a universal constant which will be fixed 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:

‚ Given an interval I Ď R an a function f on I ˆ T3, supptpfq will denote its temporal support, namely

supptpfq :“ tt : there exists x with fpxq ‰ 0u.
‚ Given an interval I “ ra, bs, |I| will denote its length pb´ aq and I ` c will denote the concentric enlarged
interval pa ´ c, b` cq.

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

Proposition 3.7 (Bifurcating inductive proposition). Let pvq, R̊qq be as in the statement of Proposition 3.6. For

any interval I Ă R with |I| ě 3mq (where mq is defined in (4.6)), we can produce a first pair pvq`1, R̊q`1q and

a second pair prvq`1,
r̊
Rq`1q which share the same initial data, satisfy the same conclusions of Proposition 3.6 and

additionally

|||vq`1 ´ rvq`1|||L2
x,2

ě δ
1

2

q`1, supptpvq`1 ´ rvq`1q Ă I. (3.19)

Moreover, if we are given two pairs pvq, R̊qq and prvq,
r̊
Rqq satisfying (3.13)-(3.17) and

supptpvq ´ rvq, R̊q ´ r̊
Rqq Ă J ,

for some interval J Ă R, we can exhibit corrected counterparts pvq`1, R̊q`1q and prvq`1,
r̊
Rq`1q again satisfying the

same conclusion of Proposition 3.6 together with the following control on the support of their difference:

supptpvq`1 ´ rvq`1, R̊q`1 ´ r̊
Rq`1q Ă J ` λ

´ 8

5

q .

The iteration starts at v0 “ 0 and R̊0 “ ´Rz0 ` z0b̊z0, where R denotes the inverse-divergence operator. It
implies that (3.13)-(3.15) are satisfied at the level q “ 0 immediately. From (3.7), we have

}R̊0}C0
t,x

ď }z0}2C0

t,x
` }z0}C0

t,x
ď 1

4
λ

2

3

0 ` 1

2
λ

1

3

0 ď λ
2

3

0 ,

and from (3.8), we get

|||R̊0|||C0,r ď |||z0|||2C0,2r ` |||z0|||C0,r ď 2rL2 ` rL ď δ1.

Hence (3.16) and (3.17) are satisfied at the level q “ 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 Tr
´

p´∆q 3

2
`σ´αGG˚

¯
ă 8 for some σ ě 1 and let r ą 1 be fixed. Then, for any

β P p0,mint 1´2α
3
, 1
24

uq, there exist infinitely many tFtutPR-adapted process up¨q which belongs to CpR;Cϑq P-a.s.

for ϑ P p0, 5
7
βq and is an analytically weak solution to (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.1. Moreover, the solutions

satisfies

|||u|||Cϑ,2r ă 8. (3.20)
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Proof. As we know the existence of starting pair pv0, R̊0q, we can obtain a sequence of solutions pvq, R̊qq in view of
Proposition 3.6. By (3.14), (3.18) and interpolation inequality, we establish that for any ϑ P p0, 5

7
βq, the following

series is summable
ÿ

qě0

|||vq`1 ´ vq|||Cϑ,2r ď
ÿ

qě0

|||vq`1 ´ vq|||1´ϑ
C0,2r

|||vq`1 ´ vq|||ϑC1,2r

À
ÿ

qě0

δ
1´ϑ
2

q`1 λ
7ϑ
5

q`1δ
ϑ
2

q`1 ď
?
3rLa

7

5
bϑ ` λ

β
2

ÿ

qě1

λ
7

5
ϑ´β

q`1 ă 8.

Therefore, there exists an limiting function v “ lim
qÑ8

vq which lies in L2rpΩ;CpR;Cϑqq. Since vq is tFtutPR-adapted
for every q P N0, the limit v is tFtutPR-adapted as well. Now, combing (3.9), (3.12) and interpolation inequality,
we demonstrate that for the same ϑ as above and any p ě 2
ÿ

qě0

|||zq`1 ´ zq|||Cϑ,p ď
ÿ

qě0

|||zq`1 ´ zq|||1´ϑ
C0,p

|||zq`1 ´ zq|||ϑC1,p

À
ÿ

qě0

”
pL2λ

´p 1

3
´εq

q

ı1´ϑ”
pp´ 1q 1

2Lλ
1

3

q`1

ıϑ
“

“
pL2

‰1´ϑ
”
pp ´ 1q 1

2L
ıϑ ÿ

qě0

λ
´p 1

3
´εqp1´ϑq` 2ϑ

3

q ă 8,

since ϑ ă
1

3
´ε

1´ε
. Then we obtain lim

qÑ8
zq “ z in LppΩ;CpR;Cϑqq for any p ě 2. Furthermore, it also follows from

(3.17) that lim
qÑ8

R̊q “ 0 in L1pΩ;CpR;C0qq. Thus v is an analytically weak solution to (3.2). Hence u “ v ` z is

an tFtutPR-adapted analytically weak solution to (1.1) and the estimate (3.20) holds for u.
On the other hand, fix q̄ P N. At the q̄-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 prvq̄,
r̊
Rq̄q and satisfies (3.19), namely

|||vq̄ ´ rvq̄|||L2
x,2

ě δ
1

2

q̄ , supptpvq̄ ´ rvq̄q Ă I,

with I “ p10, 10`3mq̄´1q. Applying now the Proposition (3.6), we can build a new sequence prvq,
r̊
Rqq 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) rv to system (1.1). We also remark that for any
q ě q̄,

supptpvq ´ rvqq Ă I `
8ÿ

q“q̄

λ
´ 8

5

q Ă r9,8q,

where we choose a to be even larger than chosen above, if necessary, and hence rvq shares initial data with vq for
all q. Consequently, two solutions rvq and vq have the same initial data. However, the new solution rv differs from
v because

|||v ´ rv|||L2
x,2

ě |||vq̄ ´ rvq̄|||L2
x,2

´
8ÿ

q“q̄`1

|||vq`1 ´ vq ´ prvq`1 ´ rvqq|||L2
x,2

ě |||vq̄ ´ rvq̄|||L2
x,2

´ p2πq 3

2

8ÿ

q“q̄`1

p|||vq`1 ´ vq|||C0,2 ` |||rvq`1 ´ rvq|||C0,2q ě δ
1

2

q̄ ´ 2p2πq 3

2 M̄

8ÿ

q“q̄`1

δ
1

2

q`1 ą 0,

where we choose a sufficiently large such that δ
1

2

q̄ ą 2p2πq 3

2 M̄
ř8

q“q̄`1 δ
1

2

q`1. By changing the choice of time interval
I and the choice of q̄, we can easily generate infinitely many solutions. This completes the proof. �

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 pvq, R̊qq satisfying

the iterations (3.13)-(3.17), there exists a pair pvq`1, R̊q`1q satisfying the iterations (3.13)-(3.17) at the level q ` 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 vq`1, we define new perturbation ωq`1 such that vq`1 “ vq ` ωq`1.
More precisely, the construction of new amplitude functions aζ 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 vq in inductive iteration in Proposition 3.6.

Finally, we construct new stress R̊q`1 with the help of vq and ωq`1.

4.1. Choice of parameters. We fix b “ 2 and choose any 0 ă β ă min
 
1´2α

3
, 1
24

(
and 0 ă ε ă 1

24
´ β. The

parameter a P 23N is chosen sufficiently large such that a
1

3 P N and 224 ă aε. The choice of a ensures fpqq P 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 vq by a mollified
velocity field vℓ . For this purpose, we choose a small parameter

ℓ “ λ
´ 8

5

q . (4.1)

Let tψǫuǫą0 be a family of mollifiers on R3, and tψǫuǫą0 be a family of mollifiers with support in p0, 1q. Note that

we have considered one-sided mollifiers to reserve the adaptedness. Let us define a mollification of vq, R̊q and zq

in space and time by convolution as follows:

vℓ :“ pvq ˚x ψℓq ˚t ψℓ, R̊ℓ :“ pR̊q ˚x ψℓq ˚t ψℓ, and zℓ :“ pzq ˚x ψℓq ˚t ψℓ,

where

ψℓp¨q :“ ℓ´3ψ

´ ¨
ℓ

¯
and ψℓp¨q :“ ℓ´1ψ

´ ¨
ℓ

¯
. (4.2)

By the definition, it is immediate to see that vℓ, R̊ℓ and zℓ are tFtutPR-adapted. From system (3.4), we find that

pvℓ, R̊ℓq satisfy the following system:
#

Btvℓ ` νp´∆qαvℓ ` divppvℓ ` zℓq b pvℓ ` zℓqq ` ∇pℓ ´ zℓ “ divpR̊ℓ `Rcom1q
div vℓ “ 0,

(4.3)

where the commutator stress

Rcom1 :“ pvℓ ` zℓqb̊pvℓ ` zℓq ´
``

pvq ` zqqb̊pvq ` zqq
˘

˚x ψℓ

˘
˚t ψℓ, (4.4)

and

pℓ :“ ppq ˚x ψℓq ˚t ψℓ ´ 1

3

`
|vℓ ` zℓ|2 ´ p|vq ` zq|2 ˚x ψℓq ˚t ψℓ

˘
. (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 vq`1 will
be constructed as a perturbation of vℓ:

vq`1 “ vℓ ` ωq`1,

where the perturbation ωq`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 ωq`1.

4.3.1. Flow maps and cutoffs. In order to estimate the new stress R̊q`1, one needs to estimate the transport error,
that is, the perturbation ωq`1 is transported by the flow of the vector field Bt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇. 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 ζ ¨ x in the
definition of Beltrami wave Wζ,λ (see Appendix B) by the nonlinear phase ζ ¨ Φpt, xq, where Φ is transported by
the aforementioned vector field. In compare to the work [5], the authors in [31] expanded the definition of Φ for
whole real line with respect to the time variable and we are also following the same.

Let us fix

mq “ λ
´ 3

4

q`1λ
´ 3

4

q δ
´ 1

4

q`1δ
´ 1

4

q . (4.6)

For any integer k P Z, we subdivide rk, k ` 1s into time intervals of size mq and solve transport equations on these
intervals. For j P t0, 1, . . . , rm´1

q su, we define the adapted map Φk,j : ΩˆR3 ˆ rk` pj ´ 1qmq, k` pj ` 1qmqs Ñ R3

as the T3-periodic solution of #
pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qΦk,j “ 0,

Φk,jpk ` pj ´ 1qmq, xq “ x.
(4.7)

We give the detailed proof of the estimates of Φk,j in Appendix C. The main two estimates for Φk,j are as follows:

sup
tPrk`pj´1qmq ,k`pj`1qmqs

}∇Φk,jptq ´ Id}C0
x

ď λ
´ 4

5

q ăă 1, (4.8)
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1

2
ď sup

tPrk`pj´1qmq ,k`pj`1qmqs

}∇Φk,jptq}C0
x

ď 2. (4.9)

Remark 4.1. In order to get the estimate (4.8), one needs pointwise bounds of both vq and zq. Therefore, we
introduce a cutoff function zq (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 ∇Φk,j , and the estimate (4.9) completes that requirement.

We also let η be a non-negative bump function supported in p´1, 1q, which is 1 on p´ 1
4
, 1
4

q and such that the
square of the shifted bump functions

ηjptq “ ηpm´1
q t ´ jq

form a partition of unity
ÿ

j

η2j ptq “ 1,

for all t P r0, 1s. We then extend the definition of η to R. More precisely, let ηpkqptq “ ηpt ´ kq, then we know
suppηpkq Ă pk ´ 1, k ` 1q. Similarly, the shifted bump functions

ηj,kptq “ ηpm´1
q pt´ kq ´ jq

form a partition of unity
ÿ

j

η2j,kptq “ 1, (4.10)

for all t P rk, k ` 1s.

4.3.2. Amplitudes. We will now start the process to construct the velocity perturbation ωq`1. Since we use moment

bounds of R̊q to the iterative estimates in Proposition 3.6, we have to adjust the amplitude functions aζ such that
we can apply Lemma B.3 in our setting. More precisely, we first define ̺ as follows

̺pt, xq :“
b
ℓ2 ` p|R̊ℓpt, xq| ` δq`1q2. (4.11)

Now, we define the amplitude function

aζpt, xq :“ aq`1,j,ζpt, xq :“ c
´ 1

2

˚ ̺
1

2 ¨ ηj,kptq ¨ Γpjq
ζ

˜
Id ´ c˚R̊ℓ

̺

¸
, ζ P Λj and t P rk, k ` 1s, (4.12)

where Γ
pjq
ζ is introduced in Appendix B. By the definition of ̺, we have

›››››Id ´
˜
Id ´ c˚R̊ℓpt, xq

̺

¸›››››
C0

t,x

ď c˚.

Consequently, Id ´ c˚R̊ℓ

̺
lies in the domain of the function Γ

pjq
ζ and we obtain from (4.10) and Lemma B.3 that

c´1
˚ ̺Id ´ R̊ℓ “ 1

2

ÿ

j

ÿ

ζPΛj

a2ζpId ´ ζ b ζq, (4.13)

holds pointwise, where Λj Ă S2 X Q3 is finite subset. Moreover, it is sufficiently to consider index sets Λ0 and Λ1

to have 12 elements, and for j P Z we denote Λj “ Λj mod 2.

4.3.3. Construction of velocity perturbation ωq`1. Firstly, we define the principal part ω
ppq
q`1 of the velocity pertur-

bation ωq`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 P rk, k ` 1s, we define

ωζpt, xq :“ aq`1,j,ζpt, xqBζe
iλq`1ζ¨Φk,jpt,xq,

and

ω
ppq
q`1pt, xq :“

ÿ

j

ÿ

ζPΛj

aq`1,j,ζpt, xqBζe
iλq`1ζ¨Φk,jpt,xq
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“
ÿ

j

ÿ

ζPΛj

c
´ 1

2

˚ ̺
1

2 ptq ¨ ηj,kptq ¨ Γpjq
ζ

˜
Id ´ c˚

R̊ℓpt, xq
̺ptq

¸
¨ Bζe

iλq`1ζ¨Φk,jpt,xq, (4.14)

where Bζ is suitable vector defined in Appendix B. Since the coefficients aζ and Φk,jpt, xq are tFtutPR-adapted, we
deduce that ω

ppq
q`1 is tFtutPR-adapted.

Next, we define the incompressible corrector ω
pcq
q`1. We aim to add a corrector to ω

ppq
q`1 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

φζpt, xq :“ eiλq`1ζ¨pΦk,jpt,xq´xq, t P rk, k ` 1s.
Next we define

Wζpxq :“ Bζe
iλq`1ζ¨x.

Since curlWζ “ λq`1Wζ (see Appendix B), and φζ and aζ are scalar functions, we have

aζφζWζ “ 1

λq`1

curlpaζφζWζq ´ 1

λq`1

∇paζφζq ˆ Wζ .

We therefore define

ω
pcq
ζ pt, xq :“ 1

λq`1

∇paζφζq ˆBζe
iλq`1ζ¨x,

“
ˆ
∇aζ

λq`1

` iaζp∇Φk,jpt, xq ´ Idqζ
˙
WζpΦk,jpt, xqq, t P rk, k ` 1s.

The incompressibility corrector ω
pcq
q`1 of perturbation is defined by

ω
pcq
q`1pt, xq :“

ÿ

j

ÿ

ζPΛj

ω
pcq
ζ pt, xq (4.15)

for all t P rk, k ` 1s, k P Z. Since the coefficients aζ and Φk,jpt, xq are tFtutPR-adapted, we deduce that ω
pcq
q`1 is

tFtutPR-adapted.
Finally, in view of (4.14) and (4.15), the new velocity perturbation is defined as

ωq`1 :“ ω
ppq
q`1 ` ω

pcq
q`1 “ 1

λq`1

ÿ

j

ÿ

ζPΛj

curlpaζφζWζq, (4.16)

and so clearly ωq`1 is mean zero, divergence-free and tFtutPR-adapted. At last, we define the new velocity field
vq`1 as

vq`1 :“ vℓ ` ωq`1.

Thus, by the previous discussion, it is also tFtutPR-adapted.

4.4. New Reynolds stress R̊q`1. We have the system (3.4) at the level q ` 1 as follows:
#

Btvq`1 ` νp´∆qαvq`1 ` divppvq`1 ` zq`1q b pvq`1 ` zq`1qq ´ zq`1 ` ∇pq`1 “ divR̊q`1

div vq`1 “ 0.
(4.17)

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

divR̊q`1 ´ ∇pq`1

“ Btvq`1 ` νp´∆qαvq`1 ` divppvq`1 ` zq`1q b pvq`1 ` zq`1qq ´ zq`1

“ Btpvℓ ` ωq`1q ` νp´∆qαpvℓ ` ωq`1q ` divppvℓ ` ωq`1 ` zq`1q b pvℓ ` ωq`1 ` zq`1qq
´ zq`1

“ ´∇pℓ ` divpR̊ℓ `Rcom1q ` pzℓ ´ zq`1q ` Btωppq
q`1 ` Btωpcq

q`1 ` νp´∆qαωq`1

` div
`
vℓ b ω

ppq
q`1 ` vℓ b ω

pcq
q`1 ` ωq`1 b vℓ ` ω

ppq
q`1 b ω

ppq
q`1 ` ω

ppq
q`1 b ω

pcq
q`1 ` ω

pcq
q`1 b ωq`1

˘

` div
`
vq`1 b pzq`1 ´ zℓq ` ωq`1 b zℓ ` pzq`1 ´ zℓq b vq`1 ` zℓ b ωq`1

˘

` div
`
pzq`1 ´ zℓq b zℓ ` zq`1 b pzq`1 ´ zℓq

˘
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“ νp´∆qαωq`1l jh n
divRlin

` pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qωppq
q`1l jh n

divRtrans

` pωq`1 ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓql jh n
divRNash

` div
`
ω

ppq
q`1 b ω

ppq
q`1 ` R̊ℓ

˘
l jh n

divRosc`∇posc

` pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qωpcq
q`1 ` divpωpcq

q`1 b ωq`1 ` ω
ppq
q`1 b ω

pcq
q`1q

l jh n
divRcorr`∇pcorr

` div
`
vq`1 b pzq`1 ´ zℓq ` pzq`1 ´ zℓq b vq`1 ` zq`1 b zq`1 ´ zℓ b zℓ

˘
´ pzq`1 ´ zℓql jh n

divRcom2`∇pcom2

` divRcom1 ´ ∇pℓ.

Here Rcom1 and pℓ are defined in (4.4) and (4.5), respectively, and by using the inverse divergence operator R

discussed in Subsection 2.2, we define

Rlin :“ R

„
νp´∆qαωq`1


,

Rtrans :“ R

„
pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qωppq

q`1


,

RNash :“ Rrpωq`1 ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓqs,

Rcorr :“ R

„
pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qωpcq

q`1


` ω

pcq
q`1b̊ωq`1 ` ω

ppq
q`1b̊ωpcq

q`1,

Rcom2 :“ vq`1b̊pzq`1 ´ zℓq ` pzq`1 ´ zℓqb̊vq`1 ` zq`1b̊zq`1 ´ zℓb̊zℓ ´ Rpzq`1 ´ zℓq,

pcorr :“
1

3

ˆ
2ω

ppq
q`1 ¨ ωpcq

q`1 `
ˇ̌
ˇωpcq

q`1

ˇ̌
ˇ
2
˙
,

pcom2 :“ 1

3

`
vq`1 ¨ pzq`1 ´ zℓq ` pzq`1 ´ zℓq ¨ vq`1 ` |zq`1|2 ´ |zℓ|2q

˘
.

In order to define Rosc and posc, first note that for j, j
1 such that |j´ j1| ě 2, we have ηj,kptqηj1 ,kptq “ 0. Second,

we have Λj X Λj1 “ ∅ for |j ´ j1| “ 1, and by Lemma B.1 we have

divpWζ b Wζ1 ` Wζ1 b Wζq “ ∇pWζ ¨ Wζ1 q

(using pA ¨ ∇qB ` pB ¨ ∇qA “ ∇pA ¨Bq ´Aˆ ∇ ˆB ´B ˆ ∇ ˆA). Therefore, we may use (4.13) and Lemma B.3
to obtain

div
`
ω

ppq
q`1 b ω

ppq
q`1 ` R̊ℓ

˘

“ div

ˆ ÿ

j,j1,ζ,ζ1

ωζ b ωζ1 ` R̊ℓ

˙

“ div

˜
ÿ

j,ζ

c´1
˚ ̺ ¨ η2j,ktΓpjq

ζ pId ´ c˚̺
´1R̊ℓqu2Bζ bB´ζ ` R̊ℓ

¸
` div

ˆ ÿ

j,j1,ζ`ζ1‰0

aζaζ1WζpΦk,jq b Wζ1 pΦk,j1 q
˙

“ div

ˆ
c´1

˚ ̺pId ´ c˚̺
´1R̊ℓq ` R̊ℓ

˙
` div

ˆ ÿ

j,j1,ζ`ζ1‰0

aζaζ1φζφζ1Wζ b Wζ1

˙

“ ∇pc´1
˚ ̺q `

ÿ

j,j1,ζ`ζ1‰0

Wζ b Wζ1∇paζaζ1φζφζ1 q ` 1

2

ÿ

j,j1,ζ`ζ1‰0

aζaζ1φζφζ1∇pWζ ¨ Wζ1 q

“ ∇pc´1
˚ ̺q ` 1

2
∇

˜
ÿ

j,j1,ζ`ζ1‰0

aζaζ1φζφζ1 pWζ ¨ Wζ1 q
¸

`
ÿ

j,j1,ζ`ζ1‰0

"
Wζ b Wζ1 ´ Wζ ¨ Wζ1

2
Id

*
∇paζaζ1φζφζ1 q.

Therefore

Rosc :“
ÿ

j,j1,ζ`ζ1‰0

R

„"
Wζ b Wζ1 ´ Wζ ¨ Wζ1

2
Id

*
∇paζaζ1φζφζ1 q


,

posc :“ c´1
˚ ̺` 1

2

ÿ

j,j1,ζ`ζ1‰0

aζaζ1φζφζ1 pWζ ¨ Wζ1 q.
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Finally, we have

R̊q`1 “ Rlin `Rtrans `RNash `Rosc `RCorr `Rcom1 `Rcom2, (4.18)

and

pq`1 “ pℓ ´ posc ´ pcorr ´ pcom2.

Note that ω
ppq
q`1, ω

pcq
q`1, vℓ, zℓ, vq`1 and zq`1 are tFtutPR-adapted, therefore Rq`1 and pq`1 are also tFtutPR-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 vq`1 and R̊q`1. In the next proposition, we estimate the CN

t,x-norm of the amplitude function aζ
defined in Subsection 4.3 (see (4.12) above).

Proposition 5.1. Let aζ be given by (4.12). Then, we have for any N ě 0

}aζ}CN
t,x

À ℓ´N p}R̊ℓ}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q, (5.1)

where the implicit constant is independent of q.

Proof. First note that we have β ă 1
24

which gives ℓ ď δq`1. Let Ψ1pyq “
a
ℓ2 ` y2. We have that |DmΨ1pyq| À

|y|´m`1, for m ě 1. Using Lemma D.2, we obtain for any N ě 0

}̺}CN
t,x

À
››››
b
ℓ2 ` p|R̊ℓ| ` δq`1q2

››››
C0

t,x

` }DΨ1}C0p}R̊ℓ}CN
t,x

` δq`1q ` }DΨ1}CN´1}R̊ℓ}NC1

t,x

À ℓ` }R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1 ` ℓ´N p}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q ` p}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q´N`1ℓ´N}R̊ℓ}NC0

t,x

À ℓ´N p}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q. (5.2)

Let Ψ2pyq “ y
1

2 . We have |DmΨ2pyq| À |y| 1

2
´m, form “ 1, . . . , N , and use Lemma D.2, (5.2) and ̺ ě p|R̊ℓ|`δq`1q

to derive for m ě 1

}̺ 1

2 }Cm
t,x

À }̺ 1

2 }C0

t,x
` p}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q´ 1

2 }̺}Cm
t,x

` p}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q 1

2
´m}̺}mC1

t,x

À ℓ
1

2 ` p}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q 1

2 ` ℓ´mp}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q 1

2 À ℓ´mp}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q 1

2 ,

and for m “ 0

}̺ 1

2 }C0
t,x

À ℓ
1

2 ` p}R̊ℓ}C0
t,x

` δq`1q 1

2 À p}R̊ℓ}C0
t,x

` δq`1q 1

2 .

Therefore, for m ě 0, we obtain

}̺ 1

2 }Cm
t,x

À ℓ´mp}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q 1

2 . (5.3)

Let Ψ3pyq “ 1
y
, for y ě p|R̊ℓ| ` δq`1q. We have |DmΨ3pyq| À p|R̊ℓ| ` δq`1q´pm`1q, for m ě 0. We estimate

››››
1

̺

››››
C0

t,x

À p}R̊ℓ}C0
t,x

` δq`1q´1, (5.4)

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

̺

››››
Cm

t,x

À
››››
1

̺

››››
C0

t,x

` p}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q´2}̺}Cm

t,x
` p}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q´pm`1q}̺}mC1

t,x

À p}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q´1 ` p}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q´2ℓ´m}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` p}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q´pm`1qℓ´m}R̊ℓ}mC0

t,x

À ℓ´mp}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q´1. (5.5)

For m ě 1, using chain rule and (5.4)-(5.5), we have
›››››
R̊ℓ

̺

›››››
Cm

t,x

À }R̊ℓ}Cm
t,x

››››
1

̺

››››
C0

t,x

`
m´1ÿ

k“0

}R̊ℓ}Ck
t,x

››››
1

̺

››››
C

m´k
t,x

À ℓ´m}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
p}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q´1 `

m´1ÿ

k“0

ℓ´k}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
ℓ´pm´kqp}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q´1 À ℓ´m. (5.6)
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For m ě 1, using Lemma D.2, (B.6) and (5.6), we find
›››››Γ

pjq
ζ

˜
Id ´ R̊ℓ

̺

¸›››››
Cm

t,x

À
›››››
R̊ℓ

̺

›››››
Cm

t,x

`
›››››
∇t,xR̊ℓ

̺

›››››

m

C0

t,x

`
›››››
R̊ℓ

̺2

›››››

m

C0

t,x

}̺}mC1

t,x

À ℓ´m ` p}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q´mℓ´m}R̊ℓ}mC0

t,x
` p}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q´mℓ´mp}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1qm À ℓ´m, (5.7)

and for m “ 0, using (B.6), we find
›››››Γ

pjq
ζ

˜
Id ´ R̊ℓ

̺

¸›››››
C0

t,x

À 1. (5.8)

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

}aζ}CN
t,x

À
Nÿ

m“0

}̺ 1

2 }Cm
t,x

›››››Γ
pjq
ζ

˜
Id ´ R̊ℓ

̺

¸›››››
C

N´m
t,x

À
Nÿ

m“0

ℓ´mp}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q 1

2 ℓ´pN´mq À ℓ´Np}R̊ℓ}C0

t,x
` δq`1q 1

2 ď ℓ´N p}R̊ℓ}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q,

which completes the proof. �

5.1. Inductive estimates for vq`1. In this subsection, we will verify the inductive estimates (3.13)-(3.15) at the

level q ` 1 as well as the inequality (3.18). Let us recall the definition of ω
ppq
q`1 as follows:

ω
ppq
q`1pt, xq :“

ÿ

j

ÿ

ζPΛj

aq`1,j,ζpt, xqBζe
iλq`1ζ¨Φk,jpt,xq.

By the definition of ω
ppq
q`1, we find (using (5.3) and (3.16))

}ωppq
q`1}C0

t,x
À 2|Λj|c´ 1

2

˚ M}̺ 1

2 }C0

t,x

À 2|Λj|c´ 1

2

˚ M
”
}R̊q}

1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1

ı
À 2|Λj|c´ 1

2

˚ M
”
λ

1

3

q ` δ
1

2

q`1

ı
À λ

1

3

q ď 1

4
λ

1

3

q`1, (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))

|||ωppq
q`1|||C0,2r À 2|Λj|c´ 1

2

˚ M |||̺ 1

2 |||C0,2r

À 2|Λj|c´ 1

2

˚ M
”
|||R̊ℓ|||

1

2

C0,r
` δ

1

2

q`1

ı
À 2|Λj|c´ 1

2

˚ Mδ
1

2

q`1 ď 1

4
M̄δ

1

2

q`1, (5.10)

where M̄ is a universal constant satisfying 9|Λj|c´ 1

2

˚ M ă M̄ and we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the
constant. Using (3.16), (5.1), (C.6), (C.8) and 0 ă β ă 1

24
, we estimate

}ωppq
q`1}C1

t,x
À sup

j

ÿ

ζPΛj

„
}aζ}C1

t,x
` }aζ}C0

t,x
¨ λq`1

´
}BtΦk,j}C0

t,x
` }∇Φk,j}C0

t,x

¯

À sup
j

ÿ

ζPΛj

„
ℓ´1p}R̊q}

1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q ` p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q ¨ λq`1

´
λ

1

3

q ` 1
¯

À
„
λ

8

5

q λ
1

3

q ` λ
2

3

q ¨ λ2q


ď 1

4
λ

7

5

q`1δ
1

2

q`1, (5.11)

where we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant. Let us recall the definition of ω
pcq
q`1 as follows:

ω
pcq
q`1pt, xq :“

ÿ

j

ÿ

ζPΛj

ˆ
∇aζ

λq`1

` iaζp∇Φk,jpt, xq ´ Idqζ
˙
Bζe

iλq`1ζ¨Φk,jpt,xq.

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

}ωpcq
q`1}C0

t,x
À sup

j

ÿ

ζPΛj

˜
}∇aζ}C0

t,x

λq`1

` }aζ}C0

t,x
}∇Φk,jpt, xq ´ Id}C0

t,x

¸
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À
ℓ´1p}R̊q}

1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q
λq`1

` p}R̊ℓ}
1

2

C0

t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1qλ´ 4

5

q (5.12)

À λ
8

5

q λ
1

3

q λ
´2
q ` λ

1

3

q λ
´ 4

5

q À λ
´ 1

15

q ď 1

4
λ

1

3

q`1. (5.13)

Taking expectation of (5.12), we obtain

|||ωpcq
q`1|||C0,2r À λ

´ 2

5

q p|||R̊q |||
1

2

C0,r
` δ

1

2

q`1q ` p|||R̊ℓ|||
1

2

C0,r
` δ

1

2

q`1qλ´ 4

5

q À λ
´ 2

5

q δ
1

2

q`1 ď 1

4
M̄δ

1

2

q`1, (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 ă β ă 1

24
, we obtain

}ωpcq
q`1}C1

t,x
À λq`1}ωpcq

q`1}C0

t,x
sup
j

´
}BtΦk,j}C0

t,x
` }∇Φk,j}C0

t,x

¯

` sup
j

ÿ

ζPΛj

„ }∇aζ}C1
t,x

λq`1

` }aζ}C1

t,x
}∇Φk,jpt, xq ´ Id}C0

t,x
` }aζ}C0

t,x
p}∇2Φk,jpt, xq}C0

t,x
` }Bt∇Φk,jpt, xq}C0

t,x
q


À λ2qλ
´ 1

15

q pλ
1

3

q ` 1q ` ℓ´2λ´1
q`1λ

1

3

q ` ℓ´1λ
1

3

q λ
´ 4

5

q ` λ
1

3

q pλ
4

5

q ` λ
7

5

q q

À λ
34

15

q ` λ
23

15

q ` λ
17

15

q ` λ
26

15

q À λ
34

15

q ď 1

4
λ

7

5

q`1δ
1

2

q`1, (5.15)

where we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant. Now, in view of mollification estimates and (3.14), we
find for any t P R and 0 ă β ă 1

24

}pvq ´ vℓqptq}L8 À ℓ}vq}C1

t,x
ď λ

´ 8

5

q λ
7

5

q δ
1

2

q ď 1

4
M̄δ

1

2

q`1, (5.16)

where we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant. Taking expectation of (5.16), we obtain

|||vℓ ´ vq|||C0,2r ď 1

4
M̄δ

1

2

q`1. (5.17)

Making use of (5.10), (5.14) and (5.17), we reach at

|||vq`1 ´ vq|||C0,2r ď |||vℓ ´ vq|||C0,2r ` |||ωq`1|||C0,2r ď M̄δ
1

2

q`1,

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

}vq`1}C0

t,x
ď }vℓ}C0

t,x
` }ωppq

q`1}C0

t,x
` }ωpcq

q`1}C0

t,x
ď λ

1

3

q ` 1

2
λ

1

3

q`1 ď λ
1

3

q`1, (5.18)

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

}vq`1}C1

t,x
ď }vℓ}C1

t,x
` }ωppq

q`1}C1

t,x
` }ωpcq

q`1}C1

t,x
ď λ

7

5

q δ
1

2

q ` 1

2
λ

7

5

q`1δ
1

2

q`1 ď λ
7

5

q`1δ
1

2

q`1, (5.19)

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

|||vq`1|||C0,2r ď |||vq|||C0,2r ` |||vq`1 ´ vq|||C0,2r ď 1 ´ δ
1

2

q ` M̄δ
1

2

q`1 ď 1 ´ δ
1

2

q`1, (5.20)

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

5.2. Inductive estimates for R̊q`1. In this subsection, we will verify the inductive estimates (3.16) and (3.17)
at the level q ` 1. For this subsection, we choose two parameters ̟ ą 0 and m P N such that 0 ă ̟ ă
min

 
1 ´ 2α ´ 3β, 1

5
´ 3β

(
and m ą 9. Next, we will estimate each term on the right hand side of (4.18) separately.

5.2.1. Estimate on Rlin. Let us recall the definition of Rlin as follows:

Rlin :“ R

„
νp´∆qαωq`1


.

We know by Lemma D.3 that
››››R

„
νp´∆qαωq`1

››››
C0

t C
0
x

À
›››Rωppq

q`1

›››
C0

t C
2α`̟
x

`
›››Rωpcq

q`1

›››
C0

t C
2α`̟
x

. (5.21)
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We have by Lemma D.1 that

›››Rωppq
q`1

›››
C0

t C
2α`̟
x

À sup
j

ÿ

ζPΛj

«
}aζ}C0

t C
0
x

λ1´2α´̟
q`1

`
}aζ}

C0

t C
m,2α`̟
x

` }aζ}C0
t C

0
x
}∇Φ}

C0

t C
m,2α`̟
x

λm´2α´̟
q`1

ff

À sup
j

ÿ

ζPΛj

«
}aζ}C0

t C
0
x

λ1´2α´̟
q`1

`
}aζ}

C0

t C
m`1
x

` }aζ}C0

t C
0
x
}∇Φ}

C0

tC
m`1
x

λm´2α´̟
q`1

ff

À
p}R̊q}

1

2

C0
t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1q
λ1´2α´̟
q`1

`
ℓ´m´1p}R̊q}

1

2

C0
t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1q ` p}R̊q}
1

2

C0
t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1qλ
4

5
p2m`1q

q

λm´2α´̟
q`1

À
p}R̊q}

1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q
λ1´2α´̟
q`1

«
1 ` λ

8

5
m` 8

5

q

λm´1
q`1

ff
. (5.22)

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

}aζp∇Φk,j ´ Idq}C0

t C
N
x

À
Nÿ

k“0

}aζ}Ck
t,x

}∇Φk,j ´ Id}
C0

tC
N´k
x

À
Nÿ

k“0

ℓ´kp}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1qℓ´N`kλ
´ 4

5

q À ℓ´Nλ
´ 4

5

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q “ λ
4

5
p2N´1q

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q. (5.23)

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

q`1

›››
C0

t C
2α`̟
x

À sup
j

ÿ

ζPΛj

1

λq`1

«
}∇aζ}C0

t C
0
x

λ1´2α´̟
q`1

`
}∇aζ}

C0

t C
m,2α`̟
x

` }∇aζ}C0
tC

0
x
}∇Φk,j}

C0

t C
m,2α`̟
x

λm´2α´̟
q`1

ff

` sup
j

ÿ

ζPΛj

„}aζp∇Φk,jpt, xq ´ Idq}C0

t C
0
x

λ1´2α´̟
q`1

`
}aζp∇Φk,jpt, xq ´ Idq}

C0
t C

m,2α`̟
x

` }aζp∇Φk,jpt, xq ´ Idq}C0

t C
0
x
}∇Φk,j}

C0
t C

m,2α`̟
x

λm´2α´̟
q`1



À sup
j

ÿ

ζPΛj

1

λq`1

«
}∇aζ}C0

t C
0
x

λ1´2α´̟
q`1

`
}∇aζ}

C0

t C
m`1
x

` }∇aζ}C0

t C
0
x
}∇Φk,j}

C0

t C
m`1
x

λm´2α´̟
q`1

ff

` sup
j

ÿ

ζPΛj

„}aζp∇Φk,jpt, xq ´ Idq}C0

t C
0
x

λ1´2α´̟
q`1

`
}aζp∇Φk,jpt, xq ´ Idq}

C0
t C

m`1
x

` }aζp∇Φk,jpt, xq ´ Idq}C0

t C
0
x
}∇Φk,j}

C0
tC

m`1
x

λm´2α´̟
q`1



À 1

λq`1

»
–
ℓ´1p}R̊q}

1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q
λ1´2α´̟
q`1

`
ℓ´m´2p}R̊q}

1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q ` ℓ´1p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1qλ
4

5
p2m`1q

q

λm´2α´̟
q`1

fi
fl

`
„λ´ 4

5

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q
λ1´2α´̟
q`1

`
λ

4

5
p2m`1q

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q ` λ
´ 4

5

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1qλ
4

5
p2m`1q

q

λm´2α´̟
q`1



À
ℓ´1p}R̊q}

1

2

C0
t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1q
λ2´2α´̟
q`1

«
1 ` λ

8

5
pm`1q

q

λm´1
q`1

ff
`
λ

´ 4

5

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0
t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1q
λ1´2α´̟
q`1

„
1 ` λ

8

5
pm`1q

q

λm´1
q`1



À
p}R̊q}

1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q
λ1´2α´̟
q`1

«
1 ` λ

8

5
m` 8

5

q

λm´1
q`1

ff
. (5.24)
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where we have also used (5.1) and (C.7). Combining (5.21), (5.22) and (5.24), we get

}Rlin}C0

t,x
À

p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q
λ1´2α´̟
q`1

«
1 ` λ

8

5
m` 8

5

q

λm´1
q`1

ff
(5.25)

ď 1

7
λ

2

3

q`1. (5.26)

where we have also used 0 ă ̟ ă 1´2α´3β and m ą 9, and we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant.
Taking expectation of (5.25), we obtain for β ă 1´2α

3

|||Rlin|||C0,r À
δ

1

2

q`1

λ1´2α´̟
q`1

«
1 ` λ

8

5
m` 8

5

q

λm´1
q`1

ff
ď 1

7
δq`2, (5.27)

where we have used (3.17), 0 ă ̟ ă 1 ´ 2α ´ 3β and m ą 9, and we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the
constant.

5.2.2. Estimate on Rtrans. Let us recall the definition of Rtrans as follows:

Rtrans :“ R

„
pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qωppq

q`1


.

We know by the definition of ω
ppq
q`1 that for t P rk, k ` 1s, k P Z

pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qωppq
q`1 “

ÿ

j

ÿ

ζPΛj

pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qaζBζe
iλq`1ζ¨Φk,j . (5.28)

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

}pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qaζ}C0

t C
N
x

À }aζ}
C

N`1

t,x
`

Nÿ

k“0

}vℓ ` zℓ}C0

tC
k
x

}∇aζ}
C

N´k
t,x

À ℓ´N´1p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q `
Nÿ

k“0

ℓ´k}vℓ ` zℓ}C0

t,x
ℓ´N`k´1p}R̊q}

1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q

À ℓ´N´1p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q
”
1 ` }vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x

ı
. (5.29)

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

}Rtrans}C0

t,x
À }Rtrans}C0

t C
̟
x

À
}pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qaζ}C0

tC
0
x

λ1´̟
q`1

`
}pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qaζ}C0

t C
m,̟
x

` }pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qaζ}C0

tC
0
x
}∇Φk,j}C0

t C
m,̟
x

λm´̟
q`1

À
}pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qaζ}C0

tC
0
x

λ1´̟
q`1

`
}pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qaζ}C0

t C
m`1
x

` }pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qaζ}C0
tC

0
x
}∇Φk,j}C0

t C
m`1
x

λm´̟
q`1

À
ℓ´1p}R̊q}

1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q
”
1 ` }vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x

ı

λ1´̟
q`1

`
ℓ´m´2p}R̊q}

1

2

C0

t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1q
”
1 ` }vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x

ı

λm´̟
q`1

`
ℓ´1p}R̊q}

1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q
”
1 ` }vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x

ı
λ

4

5
p2m`1q

q

λm´̟
q`1
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À
ℓ´1p}R̊q}

1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q
”
1 ` }vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x

ı

λ1´̟
q`1

„
1 ` λ

8

5
pm`1q

q

λm´1
q`1


(5.30)

À
ℓ´1λ

1

3

q

”
1 ` λ

1

3

q ` λ
1

3

q

ı

λ1´̟
q`1

„
1 ` λ

8

5
pm`1q

q

λm´1
q`1


À λ

34

15

q

λ1´̟
q`1

„
1 ` λ

8

5
pm`1q

q

λm´1
q`1


ď 1

7
λ

2

3

q`1, (5.31)

where we have also used ̟ ă 1
5

´ 3β ă 8
15

and m ą 9, and we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant.

Taking expectation of (5.30) and using Hölder’s inequality, we obtain for 0 ă β ă 1
24

|||Rtrans|||C0,r À
λ

8

5

q δ
1

2

q`1

λ1´̟
q`1

„
1 ` λ

8

5
pm`1q

q

λm´1
q`1


ď 1

7
δq`2, (5.32)

where we have used (3.15), (3.8), (3.17), ̟ ă 1
5

´ 3β and m ą 9, and we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the
constant.

5.2.3. Estimate on RNash. Let us recall the definition of RNash as follows:

RNash :“ Rrpωq`1 ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓqs.
We write

pωq`1 ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓq “ pωppq
q`1 ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓq ` pωpcq

q`1 ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓq. (5.33)

For the term corresponding to the principle part ω
ppq
q`1, we have for t P rk, k ` 1s, k P Z

pωppq
q`1 ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓq “

ÿ

j

ÿ

ζPΛj

aζpBζ ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓqeiλq`1ζ¨Φk,j . (5.34)

Let us now estimate }aζpBζ ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓq}CN
t,x
. For N ě 0, using (4.1) and (5.1), we have

}aζpBζ ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓq}CN
t,x

ď }aζ ¨ ∇pvℓ ` zℓq}CN
t,x

À
Nÿ

k“0

}aζ}Ck
t,x

}∇pvℓ ` zℓq}
C

N´k
t,x

À
Nÿ

k“0

ℓ´kp}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1qℓ´N`k´1p}vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x
q

À ℓ´N´1p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1qp}vq}C0
t,x

` }zq}C0
t,x

q “ λ
8

5
pN`1q

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1qp}vq}C0
t,x

` }zq}C0
t,x

q. (5.35)

Therefore, using Lemma D.1 and (5.34)-(5.35), we obtain
›››R

´
pωppq

q`1 ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓq
¯›››

C0

t,x

ď
›››R

´
pωppq

q`1 ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓq
¯›››

C0
t C

̟
x

À
ÿ

j

ÿ

ζPΛj

}aζpBζ ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓq}C0

t C
0
x

λ1´̟
q`1

`
}aζpBζ ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓq}C0

t C
m,̟
x

` }aζpBζ ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓq}C0

t C
0
x
}∇Φk,j}C0

t C
m,̟
x

λm´̟
q`1

À
ÿ

j

ÿ

ζPΛj

}aζpBζ ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓq}C0

t C
0
x

λ1´̟
q`1

`
}aζpBζ ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓq}C0

t C
m`1

x
` }aζpBζ ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓq}C0

t C
0
x
}∇Φk,j}C0

tC
m`1

x

λm´̟
q`1

À
ℓ´1p}R̊q}

1

2

C0

t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1qp}vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x
q

λ1´̟
q`1

`
ℓ´m´2p}R̊q}

1

2

C0

t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1qp}vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x
q

λm´̟
q`1

`
ℓ´1p}R̊q}

1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1qp}vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x
qλ

4

5
p2m`1q

q

λm´̟
q`1
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À
λ

8

5

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q
´

}vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x

¯

λ1´̟
q`1

„
1 ` λ

8

5
pm`1q

q

λm´1
q`1


. (5.36)

For the term corresponding to the corrector part ω
pcq
q`1, we have for t P rk, k ` 1s, k P Z

pωpcq
q`1 ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓq

“
ÿ

j

ÿ

ζPΛj

ˆˆˆ
∇aζ

λq`1

` iaζp∇Φk,j ´ Idqζ
˙

ˆBζ

˙
¨ ∇

˙
pvℓ ` zℓqeiλq`1ζ¨Φk,j .

Let us estimate
›››
´

∇aζ

λq`1
¨ ∇

¯
pvℓ ` zℓq

›››
CN

t,x

. For N ě 0, we have

››››
ˆ
∇aζ

λq`1

¨ ∇
˙

pvℓ ` zℓq
››››
CN

t,x

À 1

λq`1

Nÿ

k“0

}∇aζ}Ck
t,x

}∇pvℓ ` zℓq}
C

N´k
t,x

À 1

λq`1

Nÿ

k“0

ℓ´k´1p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1qℓ´N`k´1p}vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x
q

À λ
8

5
pN`2q´2

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1qp}vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x
q. (5.37)

Let us estimate }aζp∇Φk,j ´ Idq ¨ ∇pvℓ ` zℓq}C0

t C
N
x

for N ě 0 as follows:

}aζp∇Φk,j ´ Idq ¨ ∇pvℓ ` zℓq}C0
t C

N
x

À
Nÿ

k“0

}aζ∇pvℓ ` zℓq}C0
t C

k
x

}∇Φk,j ´ Id}
C0

t C
N´k
x

À
Nÿ

k“0

λ
8

5
pk`1q

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1qp}vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x
qλ

8

5
pN´kq´ 4

5

q

À λ
4

5
p2N`1q

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0
t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1qp}vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x
q. (5.38)

Therefore, using Lemma D.1 and (5.37)-(5.38), we obtain
›››R

´
pωpcq

q`1 ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓq
¯›››

C0

t,x

ď
›››R

´
pωpcq

q`1 ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓq
¯›››

C0

t C
̟
x

À
λ

16

5
´2

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1qp}vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x
q

λ1´̟
q`1

`
λ

8

5
pm`3q´2

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1qp}vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x
q

λm´̟
q`1

`
λ

16

5
´2

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1qp}vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x
qλ

4

5
p2m`1q

q

λm´̟
q`1

`
λ

4

5

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1qp}vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x
q

λ1´̟
q`1

`
λ

4

5
p2m`3q

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1qp}vq}C0
t,x

` }zq}C0
t,x

q
λm´̟
q`1

`
λ

4

5

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1qp}vq}C0
t,x

` }zq}C0
t,x

qλ
4

5
p2m`1q

q

λm´̟
q`1

À
λ

6

5

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1qp}vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x
q

λ1´̟
q`1

„
1 ` λ

8

5
pm`1q

q

λm´1
q`1



`
λ

4

5

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0
t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1qp}vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x
q

λ1´̟
q`1

„
1 ` λ

8

5
pm`1q

q

λm´1
q`1



À
λ

8

5

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1qp}vq}C0
t,x

` }zq}C0
t,x

q
λ1´̟
q`1

„
1 ` λ

8

5
pm`1q

q

λm´1
q`1


. (5.39)

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

}RNash}C0

t,x
À

›››R
´

pωppq
q`1 ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓq

¯›››
C0

t,x

`
›››R

´
pωpcq

q`1 ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓq
¯›››

C0

t,x
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À
λ

8

5

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1qp}vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x
q

λ1´̟
q`1

„
1 ` λ

8

5
pm`1q

q

λm´1
q`1


(5.40)

À λ
8

5

q λ
1

3

q pλ
1

3

q ` λ
1

3

q q
λ1´̟
q`1

„
1 ` λ

8

5
pm`1q

q

λm´1
q`1


À λ

34

15

q

λ1´̟
q`1

„
1 ` λ

8

5
pm`1q

q

λm´1
q`1


ď 1

7
λ

2

3

q`1, (5.41)

where we have also used (3.13), (3.16), (3.7), ̟ ă 1
5

´ 3β ă 8
15

and m ą 9, and we choose a sufficiently large to

absorb the constant. Taking the expectation of (5.40) and using Hölder’s inequality, we get for 0 ă β ă 1
24

|||RNash|||C0,r À
λ

8

5

q δ
1

2

q`1

λ1´̟
q`1

„
1 ` λ

8

5
pm`1q

q

λm´1
q`1


ď 1

7
δq`2, (5.42)

where we have used (3.8), (3.15), (3.17), ̟ ă 1
5

´ 3β and m ą 9, and we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the
constant.

5.2.4. Estimate on Rosc. Let us recall the definition of Rosc as follows:

Rosc :“
ÿ

j,j1,ζ`ζ1‰0

R

„"
Wζ b Wζ1 ´ Wζ ¨ Wζ1

2
Id

*
∇paζaζ1φζφζ1 q


.

In order to apply Lemma D.1, let us rewrite oscillation error as follows, for t P rk, k ` 1s, k P Z

Rosc :“
ÿ

j,j1,ζ`ζ1‰0

R

„"
Bζ bBζ1 ´ Bζ ¨ Bζ1

2
Id

*
eiλq`1tζ¨Φk,j`ζ1¨Φk,j1 u

ˆ
`
∇paζaζ1 q ` iλq`1aζaζ1

`
p∇Φk,j ´ Idq ¨ ζ ` p∇Φk,j1 ´ Idq ¨ ζ 1

˘˘
.

We have for N ě 0 (using (4.1) and (5.1))

}∇paζaζ1 q}CN
t,x

À
N`1ÿ

k“0

}aζ}Ck
t,x

}aζ1 }
C

N`1´k
t,x

À
N`1ÿ

k“0

ℓ´kp}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1qℓ´N´1`kp}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1q À λ
8

5
pN`1q

q p}R̊q}C0

t,x
` δq`1q (5.43)

Using (5.43) and (C.7), we have for N ě 0

λq`1}aζaζ1

`
p∇Φk,j ´ Idq ¨ ζ ` p∇Φk,j1 ´ Idq ¨ ζ 1

˘
}C0

t C
N
x

À λq`1

Nÿ

k“0

}aζaζ1 }C0

t C
k
x

}p∇Φk,j ´ Idq ¨ ζ ` p∇Φk,j1 ´ Idq ¨ ζ 1}
C0

tC
N´k
x

À λq`1

Nÿ

k“0

λ
8

5
k

q p}R̊q}C0
t,x

` δq`1qλ
8

5
pN´kq´ 4

5

q À λ
8

5
N` 6

5

q p}R̊q}C0
t,x

` δq`1q. (5.44)

Applying Lemma D.1 and using (5.43)-(5.44), we get

}Rosc}C0

t,x

À
λ

8

5

q p}R̊q}C0

t,x
` δq`1q

λ1´̟
q`1

`
λ

8

5
pm`2q

q p}R̊q}C0

t,x
` δq`1q ` λ

8

5

q p}R̊q}C0

t,x
` δq`1qλ

8

5
pm`1q´ 4

5

q

λm´̟
q`1

`
λ

6

5

q p}R̊q}C0

t,x
` δq`1q

λ1´̟
q`1

`
λ

8

5
pm`1q` 6

5

q p}R̊q}C0

t,x
` δq`1q ` λ

6

5

q p}R̊q}C0

t,x
` δq`1qλ

8

5
pm`1q´ 4

5

q

λm´̟
q`1

À
λ

8

5

q p}R̊q}C0

t,x
` δq`1q

λ1´̟
q`1

„
1 ` λ

8

5
pm`1q

q

λm´1
q`1


(5.45)

À λ
34

15

q

λ1´̟
q`1

„
1 ` λ

8

5
pm`1q

q

λm´1
q`1


ď 1

7
λ

2

3

q`1, (5.46)
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where we have also used (3.16), ̟ ă 1
5

´ 3β ă 8
15

and m ą 9, and we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the

constant. Taking expectation of (5.45), we obtain for 0 ă β ă 1
24

|||Rosc|||C0,r À λ
8

5

q δq`1

λ1´̟
q`1

«
1 ` λ

8

5
pm`1q

q

λm´1
q`1

ff
ď 1

7
δq`2, (5.47)

where we have used (3.17), ̟ ă 1
5

´ 3β ă 2
`

1
10

´ β
˘
and m ą 9, and we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the

constant.

5.2.5. Estimate on Rcorr. Let us recall the definition of Rcorr as follows:

Rcorr :“ R

„
pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qωpcq

q`1


` ω

pcq
q`1b̊ωq`1 ` ω

ppq
q`1b̊ωpcq

q`1.

By (5.9) and (5.13), we estimate

}ωpcq
q`1b̊ωq`1 ` ω

ppq
q`1b̊ωpcq

q`1}C0
t,x

ď 2}ωpcq
q`1}C0

t,x
}ωppq

q`1}C0
t,x

` }ωpcq
q`1}2C0

t,x

ď 1

4
λ

1

3

q λ
´ 1

15

q ` λ
´ 2

15

q ď 1

7 ¨ 2λ
2

3

q`1, (5.48)

and by Hölder’s inequality, (5.10), (5.14) and (5.14), we estimate for 0 ă β ă 1
24

|||ωpcq
q`1b̊ωq`1 ` ω

ppq
q`1b̊ωpcq

q`1|||C0,r ď 2|||ωpcq
q`1|||C0,2r|||ωppq

q`1|||C0,2r ` |||ωpcq
q`1|||2C0,2r

À λ
´ 2

5

q δq`1 ` λ
´ 4

5

q δq`1 ď 1

7 ¨ 2δq`2. (5.49)

Let us now find the estimates for the error R
”
pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qωpcq

q`1

ı
. We rewrite

pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qωpcq
q`1

“
ÿ

j

ÿ

ζPΛj

ˆ
pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇q

ˆ
∇aζ

λq`1

` iaζp∇Φk,j ´ Idqζ
˙˙

ˆBζe
iλq`1ζ¨Φk,j .

Using (5.1), we obtain

}pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇q ∇aζ
λq`1

}CN
t,x

À 1

λq`1

}aζ}
C

N`2

t,x
` 1

λq`1

Nÿ

k“0

}aζ}
C

k`2

t,x
}vℓ ` zℓ}CN´k

t,x

À 1

λq`1

ℓ´pN`2qp}R̊q}
1

2

C0
t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1q ` 1

λq`1

Nÿ

k“0

ℓ´pk`2qp}R̊q}
1

2

C0
t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1qℓ´N`k}vℓ ` zℓ}C0

t,x

À λ
8

5
pN`2q´2

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1qp1 ` }vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x
q. (5.50)

Using (5.29) and (C.7), we obtain

}pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qpaζp∇Φk,j ´ Idqq}C0

t C
N
x

À
Nÿ

k“0

}pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qaζ}C0

t C
k
x

}∇Φk,j ´ Id}
C0

t C
N´k
x

À
Nÿ

k“0

ℓ´k´1p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q
´
1 ` }vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x

¯
λ

8

5
pN´kq´ 4

5

q

À λ
8

5
pN`1q´ 4

5

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q
´
1 ` }vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x

¯
. (5.51)

In view of Lemma D.1 and using (5.50)-(5.51), we estimate

}R
”
pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qωpcq

q`1

ı
}C0

t,x

À
λ

6

5

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1qp1 ` }vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x
q

λ1´̟
q`1
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`
λ

8

5
pm`1q` 6

5

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1qp1 ` }vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x
q

λm´̟
q`1

`
λ

6

5

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1qp1 ` }vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x
qλ

8

5
pm`1q´ 4

5

q

λm´̟
q`1

`
λ

8

5
´ 4

5

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1q
´
1 ` }vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x

¯

λ1´̟
q`1

`
λ

8

5
pm`2q´ 4

5

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1q
´
1 ` }vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x

¯

λm´̟
q`1

`
λ

8

5
´ 4

5

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0
t,x

` δ
1

2

q`1q
´
1 ` }vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x

¯
λ

8

5
pm`1q´ 4

5

q

λm´̟
q`1

À
λ

6

5

q p}R̊q}
1

2

C0

t,x
` δ

1

2

q`1qp1 ` }vq}C0

t,x
` }zq}C0

t,x
q

λ1´̟
q`1

«
1 ` λ

8

5
pm`1q

q

λm´1
q`1

ff
(5.52)

À λ
´ 4

5
`2̟

q λ
1

3

q

´
1 ` λ

1

3

q ` λ
1

3

q

¯«
1 ` λ

8

5
pm`1q

q

λm´1
q`1

ff
ď 1

7 ¨ 2λ
2

3

q`1, (5.53)

where we have used (3.7), (3.13), (C.7), ̟ ă 1
5

´ 3β ă 11
15

and m ą 9, and we choose a sufficiently large to absorb
the constant. Taking expectation of (5.52) and using Hölder’s inequality, (3.8), (3.15) and (3.17), we estimate for
0 ă β ă 1

24

|||R
”
pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qωpcq

q`1

ı
|||C0,r À λ

´ 4

5
`2̟

q δ
1

2

q`1

«
1 ` λ

8

5
pm`1q

q

λm´1
q`1

ff
ď 1

7 ¨ 2δq`2, (5.54)

where we have used (3.8), (3.15), (3.17), ̟ ă 1
5

´ 3β ă 2
5

´ 3β and m ą 9, and we choose a sufficiently large to
absorb the constant. Combining (5.48)-(5.49) and (5.53)-(5.54), we arrive at

}Rcorr}C0

t,x
À
›››ωpcq

q`1b̊ωq`1 ` ω
ppq
q`1b̊ωpcq

q`1

›››
C0

t,x

`
›››R

”
pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qωpcq

q`1

ı›››
C0

t,x

ď 1

7
λ

2

3

q`1, (5.55)

and

|||Rcorr|||C0,r À |||ωpcq
q`1b̊ωq`1 ` ω

ppq
q`1b̊ωpcq

q`1|||C0,r ` |||R
”
pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qωpcq

q`1

ı
|||C0,r ď 1

7
δq`2, (5.56)

for 0 ă β ă 1
24
.

5.2.6. Estimate on Rcom1. Let us recall the definition of Rcom1 as follows:

Rcom1 :“ pvℓ ` zℓqb̊pvℓ ` zℓq ´
``

pvq ` zqqb̊pvq ` zqq
˘

˚x φℓ
˘

˚t ϕℓ.

Using (3.7) and (3.13), we estimate

}Rcom1}C0

t,x
ď 2}vq ` zq}2C0

t,x
ď 4pλ

2

3

q ` λ
2

3

q q ď 1

7
λ

2

3

q`1, (5.57)

where we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant. Using the mollification estimates, for any t P R and
δ P p0, 1

12
q, we estimate

}Rcom1ptq}L8 À ℓ2}vq}2C1

t,x
` ℓ2}zq}2C0

t C
1
x

` ℓ1´2δ}zq}2
C

1

2
´δ

t C0
x

. (5.58)

Taking expectation of (5.58) and using (3.14), (3.8)-(3.9) and (3.10), we find for 0 ă δ ă 1
12

and 0 ă β ă 1
24

|||Rcom1|||C0,r À
ˆ
ℓ2λ

14

5

q δq ` ℓ2|||zq|||2C1,2r ` ℓ1´2δ|||zq|||2
C

1

2
´δ

t C0
x,2r

˙

À
´
ℓ2λ

14

5

q δq ` ℓ2λ
1

3

q p2rLq2 ` ℓ1´2δλ
1

3

q p2rL2q2
¯

À λ
´ 2

5

q δq ` λ
16

5
δ´ 8

5

q λ
1

3

q À λ
´ 2

5

q δq ` λ
´ 4

3

q λ
1

3

q ď 1

7
δq`2, (5.59)

where we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant.
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5.2.7. Estimate on Rcom2. Let us recall the definition of Rcom2 as follows:

Rcom2 :“ vq`1b̊pzq`1 ´ zℓq ` pzq`1 ´ zℓqb̊vq`1 ` zq`1b̊zq`1 ´ zℓb̊zℓ ´ Rpzq`1 ´ zℓq.
Using (5.18), (3.7) and (2.1), we estimate

}vq`1b̊pzq`1 ´ zℓq ` pzq`1 ´ zℓqb̊vq`1}C0

t,x
ď 2}vq`1}C0

t,x
}zq`1 ´ zℓ}C0

t,x

ď 1

7 ¨ 4 ¨ 2
”
λ

2

3

q`1 ` λ
1

3

q`1λ
1

3

q

ı
ď 1

7 ¨ 4λ
2

3

q`1, (5.60)

}zq`1b̊zq`1 ´ zℓb̊zℓ}C0

t,x
ď }zq`1}2C0

t,x
` }zq}2C0

t,x
À 1

p7 ¨ 4 ¨ 2 ¨ 2q2
”
λ

2

3

q`1 ` λ
2

3

q

ı
ď 1

7 ¨ 4λ
2

3

q`1, (5.61)

}Rpzq`1 ´ zℓq}C0
t,x

ď }zq`1 ´ zℓ}C0
t,x

ď 1

7 ¨ 4 ¨ 2 ¨ 2
”
λ

1

3

q`1 ` λ
1

3

q

ı
ď 1

7 ¨ 4λ
2

3

q`1. (5.62)

where we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant. Combining (5.60)-(5.62), we get

}Rcom2}C0

t,x
ď 1

7
λ

2

3

q`1. (5.63)

Let us now do the expectation estimates for Rcom2. Using Hölder’s inequality, (3.12) and (5.20), we estimate

|||vq`1b̊pzq`1 ´ zqq ` pzq`1 ´ zqqb̊vq`1|||C0,r ď |||vq`1|||C0,2r|||zq`1 ´ zq|||C0,2r À p1 ´ δ
1

2

q`1qλ´p 1

3
´εq

q ď λ
´p 1

3
´εq

q .

Using Hölder’s inequality, (3.8) and (3.12), we obtain

|||zq`1b̊pzq`1 ´ zqq|||C0,r ď |||zq`1|||C0,2r|||zq`1 ´ zq|||C0,2r À λ
´p 1

3
´εq

q .

Using a standard mollification estimate, we obtain for any δ P p0, 1
12

q

}zℓptq ´ zqptq}L8 À ℓ}zq}C0

tC
1
x

` ℓ
1

2
´δ}zq}

C
1

2
´δ

t C0
x

,

which gives (using (3.9) and (3.10))

|||zℓ ´ zq|||C0,r À ℓ sup
tPR

ˆ
E

”
}zq}rC0

t C
1
x

ı˙ 1

r

` ℓ
1

2
´δ sup

tPR

ˆ
E

„
}zq}r

C
1

2
´δ

t C0
x

˙ 1

r

À ℓλ
1

3

q ` ℓ
5

12λ
1

3

q À λ
´ 1

3

q . (5.64)

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

|||Rcom2|||C0,r

ď |||vq`1b̊pzq`1 ´ zℓq|||C0,r ` |||pzq`1 ´ zℓqb̊vq`1|||C0,r ` |||zq`1b̊zq`1 ´ zℓb̊zℓ|||C0,r ` |||Rpzq`1 ´ zℓq|||C0,r

ď |||vq`1b̊pzq`1 ´ zqq|||C0,r ` |||vq`1b̊pzq ´ zℓq|||C0,r ` |||pzq`1 ´ zqqb̊vq`1|||C0,r

` |||pzq ´ zℓqb̊vq`1|||C0,r ` |||zq`1b̊pzq`1 ´ zqq|||C0,r ` |||pzq`1 ´ zqqb̊zq`1|||C0,r

` |||pzq ´ zℓqb̊zq|||C0,r ` |||zℓb̊pzq ´ zℓq|||C0,r ` |||Rpzq`1 ´ zqq|||C0,r ` |||Rpzq ´ zℓq|||C0,r

ď 2|||vq`1|||C0,2r|||zq`1 ´ zq|||C0,2r ` 2|||vq`1|||C0,2r|||zq ´ zℓ|||C0,2r ` 2|||zq`1|||C0,2r|||zq`1 ´ zq|||C0,2r

` 2|||zq ´ zℓ|||C0,2r|||zq|||C0,2r ` |||zq`1 ´ zq|||C0,r ` |||zq ´ zℓ|||C0,r

À λ
´p 1

3
´εq

q ` λ
´ 1

3

q À λ
´p 1

3
´εq

q ď 1

7
δq`2, (5.65)

where we have used 0 ă ε ă 1
24

´ β 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

}R̊q`1}C0

t,x
ď λ

2

3

q`1 and |||R̊q`1|||C0,r ď δq`2.

Hence the inductive estimates (3.16) and (3.17) hold true at the level q ` 1.

6. Stationary solutions to stochastic hypodissipative Navier-Stokes equations

We consider that the trajectory space is T “ CpR;Cκq ˆ CpR;Cκq and we take κ “ ϑ
2
in this section. The

corresponding shifts St, t P R, on trajectories are given by

Stpu,Wqp¨q “ pup¨ ` tq,Wp¨ ` tq ´ Wptqq, t P R, pu,Wq P T .

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 Tn Ñ 8 and a stationary solution
´

prΩ, rF , rPq, ru,ĂW
¯
to (1.1) such that

1

Tn

ˆ Tn

0

LrStpu,Wqsdt Ñ Lrru,ĂWs,

weakly in the sense of probability measures on T as n Ñ 8.

Proof. First, we claim that there exists β1, β2 ą 0 such that for any N P N

sup
sPR

E

”
}up¨ ` sq}2r

Cβ1 pr´N,Ns;Cβ2
x q

ı
À N.

Indeed, reviewing the proof of Theorem 3.8, and by interpolation inequality, we deduce for some β1 P p0, ϑ
2

q and

β2 P pϑ
2
, ϑq satisfying β1 ` β2 ă ϑ ă 5

7
β

ÿ

qě0

|||vq`1 ´ vq|||
C

β1

t C
β2
x ,2r

À
ÿ

qě0

|||vq`1 ´ vq|||Cϑ
t,x,2r

À
ÿ

qě0

|||vq`1 ´ vq|||1´ϑ
C0,2r

|||vq`1 ´ vq|||ϑC1

t,x,2r
À

ÿ

qě0

δ
1´ϑ
2

q`1 λ
7ϑ
5

q`1δ
ϑ
2

q`1 ď
?
3rLa

7

5
bϑ ` λ

β
2

ÿ

qě1

λ
7

5
ϑ´β

q`1 ă 8.

Hence, we conclude that v “ lim
qÑ8

vq exists and belongs to the space L2rpΩ;Cβ1 pR;Cβ2 qq. Similarly, using (3.9),

(3.10), (3.11), (3.12) and interpolation inequality, we deduce for same β1 P p0, ϑ
2

q and β2 P pϑ
2
, ϑq satisfying

β1 ` β2 ă ϑ ă 5
7
β and any p ě 2

ÿ

qě0

|||zq`1 ´ zq|||
C

β1

t C
β2
x ,p

À
ÿ

qě0

|||zq`1 ´ zq|||p
1

4
´β1qp1´β2q

C0

t,x,p
|||zq`1 ´ zq|||p

1

4
´β1qβ2

C0

t C
1
x,p

|||zq`1 ´ zq|||β
1p1´β2q

C
1

4

t C0
x,p

|||zq`1 ´ zq|||β
1β2

C
1

4

t C1
x,p

À
ÿ

qě0

λ
´p 1

3
´εqp 1

4
´β1qp1´β2q

q λ
1

3
p 1

4
´β1qβ2

q`1 λ
1

3
β1p1´β2q

q`1 λ
2

3
β1β2

q`1

“
ÿ

qě0

λ
´p 1

3
´εqp 1

4
´β1qp1´β2q` 2

3
pβ1` 1

4
β2q

q À
ÿ

qě0

λ
´ 1

6
p 1

4
´β1qp1´β2q` 2

3
pβ1` 1

4
β2q

q À
ÿ

qě0

λ
´ 5

6 r 1

20
´pβ1` 1

4
β2qs

q ă 8,

where we have used ε ă 1
24

´ β and β1 ` β2

4
ă 1

20
. Hence, we get lim

qÑ8
zq “ z in LppΩ;Cβ1 pR;Cβ2 qq, for any p ě 2.

Then letting u “ v ` z, we get an tFtutPR-adapted analytically weak solution u to (1.1) and

|||u|||
C

β1

t C
β2
x ,2r

ă 8.

Furthermore, we have

sup
sPR

E

”
}up¨ ` sq}2r

Cβ1 pr´N,Ns;Cβ2
x q

ı
ď sup

sPR

N´1ÿ

i“´N

E

”
}up¨ ` sq}2r

Cβ1 pri,i`1s;Cβ2
x q

ı
ď 2N sup

tPR
E

”
}u}2r

Cβ1 prt,t`1s;Cβ2
x q

ı
À N.

Now, we define the ergodic averages of the solution pu,Wq as the probability measures on the trajectory space T

µT “ 1

T

ˆ T

0

LrStpu,Wqsdt, T ą 0.

More precisely, the time average is defined as a narrow limit of Riemann sums, that is, for every Ψ P CbpT q we
have for a sequence of equidistant partitions t0 “ t0 ă t1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă tN “ T u,

«
1

T

ˆ T

0

LrStpu,Wqsdt
ff

pΨq “ lim
NÑ8

«
1

N

N´1ÿ

i“0

LrStipu,WqspΨq
ff
.

For RN ą 0, N P N, by Arzelà-Ascoli Theorem, we have that the set

KM :“
8č

N“M

"
g; }g}

Cβ1 pr´N,Ns;Cβ2
x q

ď RN

*
,
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is relatively compact in CpR;C ϑ
2 q, since ϑ

2
ă β2. Consequently, we deduce that the time shifts Stu, t P R, are tight

on CpR;C ϑ
2 q. Since StW is a Wiener process for every t P R, the law of StW does not change with t P R and is

tight. Accordingly, for any ǫ ą 0 there exists a compact set Kǫ in T such that

sup
tPR

PpStpu,Wq P Kc
ǫ q ă ǫ.

This implies

µT pKc
ǫ q “ 1

T

ˆ T

0

PpStpu,Wq P Kc
ǫ qdt ă ǫ,

and therefore there is a weakly converging subsequence of the probability measures µT for T ě 0, that is, there is
a subsequence Tn Ñ 8 and µ P PpT q such that µTn

Ñ µ weakly in PpT q (cf. The Krylov–Bogoliubov existence
theorem, [11, Theorem 11.7]). Next, define a set

A :“
"

pu,Wq P T : xuptq, υy ` ν

ˆ t

s

xp´∆qαuprq, υydr `
ˆ t

s

xdivpuprq b uprqq, υydr

“ xupsq, υy ` xWptq ´ Wpsq, υy, for all υ P C8pT3q, divυ “ 0, t ě s

*
.

Since pu,Wq in the statement of the theorem satisfies the equation, we have for all t P R

LrStpu,WqspAq “ 1.

Hence, also µTn
pAq “ 1 for all n P N. By Jakubowski–Skorokhod representation theorem ([26]), there is a probability

space prΩ, rF , rPq with a sequence of random variables prun
,ĂWnq, n P N, such that Lrrun

,ĂWns “ µTn
and prun

,ĂWnq
satisfy equation (1.1) on R. Moreover, there is a random variable pru,ĂWq having the law Lrru,ĂWs “ µ so that

prun
,ĂWnq Ñ pru,ĂWq, rP-a.s. in T .

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

1

Tn

ˆ Tn

0

LrSt`τ pu,Wqsdt ´ 1

Tn

ˆ Tn

0

LrStpu,Wqsdt Ñ 0, (6.1)

as n Ñ 8 for all τ P R.
Let Ψ P CbpT q. Using the continuity of the time shifts St (for any t P R) on T , we have Ψ ˝ St P CbpT q and it

holds that

1

Tn

ˆ Tn

0

LrSt`τ pu,WqspΨqdt “ 1

Tn

ˆ Tn`τ

τ

LrSspu,WqspΨqds

“ 1

Tn

ˆ Tn

0

LrSspu,WqspΨqds ´ 1

Tn

ˆ τ

0

LrSspu,WqspΨqds ` 1

Tn

ˆ Tn`τ

Tn

LrSspu,WqspΨqds.

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

1

Tn

ˆ Tn

0

LrSspu,WqspΨqds,

as n Ñ 8, this completes the proof of convergence (6.1). Let us now define

µτ,T “ 1

T

ˆ T

0

LrSt`τ pu,Wqsdt, T ą 0.

In view of (6.1), we have that µτ,Tn
Ñ µ weakly in PpT q for all τ P R. Consequently, for every Ψ P CbpT q and

every τ P R, we have

µpΨ ˝ Srq “ lim
nÑ8

µ0,Tn
pΨ ˝ Srq “ lim

nÑ8
µ´r,Tn

pΨq “ µpΨq,

which completes the proof. �
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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 ` z such that
z solves the following stochastic linear system:

"
dz ` zdt “ dW

div z “ 0,
(7.1)

where W is same as given in Definition 1.1, and v solves the following non-linear random system:#
Btv ` divppv ` zq b pv ` zqq ´ z ` ∇p “ 0

div v “ 0
(7.2)

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

Proposition 7.1 ([31, Proposition 3.1]). Suppose that Tr
´

p´∆q 3

2
`σGG˚

¯
ă 8 for some σ ą 0. Then for any

δ P p0, 1
2

q, p ě 2

sup
tPR

E

„
}z}p

C
1

2
´δ

t Cσ


À sup

tPR
E

„
}z}p

C
1

2
´δ

t H
3

2
`σ


ď pp ´ 1q p

2Lp,

where L ě 1 depends on Tr
´

p´∆q 3

2
`σGG˚

¯
, δ 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 q P N0. In this
section, we consider λq, δq and ℓ same as in the previous sections. At each step q, a pair pvq, N̊qq is constructing
solving the following system: #

Btvq ` divppvq ` zqq b pvq ` zqqq ´ zq ` ∇πq “ divN̊q

div vq “ 0.
(7.3)

In the above, we define

zqpt, xq “ χq

`
}rzqptq}C0

x

˘
rχq

`
}rzqptq}C1

x

˘
rzqpt, xq,

and rzq “ Pďfpqqz, where χq, rχq and Pďfpqq are same as given in Subsection 3.1. N̊q on the right hand side of (7.3)
is a 3 ˆ 3 matrix which is trace-free and we put he trace part into the pressure. Note that zq satisfies the similar

estimates as zq, for example }zq}C0

t,x
ď 1

2
λ

1

3

q , }zq}C0

t C
1
x

ď λ
2

3

q , |||zq|||C0,p ď pp´ 1q 1

2L, 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
´

p´∆q 3

2
`σGG˚

¯
ă 8 for some σ ě 1. For any p ě 2, we have for 0 ă ε ă 1

3
,

|||zq`1 ´ zq|||C0,p À pL2λ
´p 1

3
´εq

q .

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

Proposition 7.3. Suppose that Tr
´

p´∆q 3

2
`σGG˚

¯
ă 8 for some σ ě 1 and let r ą 1 be fixed. Then, for any

β P p0, 1
24

q, there exists a choice of parameter a such that following holds true:

Let pvq, N̊qq for some q P N0 be an tFtutPR-adapted solution to the system (7.3) satisfying

}vq}C0

t,x
ď λ

1

3

q , (7.4)

}vq}C1

t,x
ď λ

7

5

q δ
1

2

q , (7.5)

|||vq|||C0,2r ď 1 ´ δ
1

2

q , (7.6)

}N̊q}C0

t,x
ď λ

2

3

q , (7.7)

|||N̊q|||C0,r ď δq`1. (7.8)
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There exists an tFtutPR-adapted process pvq`1, N̊q`1q which solves the system (7.3), obeys (7.4)-(7.8) at the level
q ` 1 and satisfies

|||vq`1 ´ vq |||C0,2r ď M̄δ
1

2

q`1, (7.9)

where M̄ is same as in (3.18).

Proof. The iteration starts at v0 “ 0, N̊0 “ ´Rz0 ` z0b̊z0, where R denotes the reverse-divergence operator. It
implies that (3.13)-(3.15) are satisfied at the level q “ 0 immediately. From the definition of zq, we have

}N̊0}C0

t,x
ď }z0}2C0

t,x
` }z0}C0

t,x
ď 1

4
λ

2

3

0 ` 1

2
λ

1

3

0 ď λ
2

3

0 ,

and, we also obtain

|||N̊0|||C0,r ď |||z0|||2C0,2r ` |||z0|||C0,r ď 2rL2 ` rL ď δ1.

Hence (7.7) and (7.8) are satisfied at the level q “ 0. Let us now assume that there exists a pair pvq, N̊qq which

satisfies (7.4)-(7.8). Our next aim is to show the existence of a pair pvq`1, N̊q`1q which satisfies (7.4)-(7.8) at level
q ` 1.

Mollification: Let us define a mollification of vq, N̊q and zq in space and time by convolution as follows:

vℓ :“ pvq ˚x ψℓq ˚t ψℓ, N̊ℓ :“ pN̊q ˚x ψℓq ˚t ψℓ, and zℓ :“ pzq ˚x ψℓq ˚t ψℓ,

where ψℓ and ψℓ are given by (4.2). By the definition, it is immediate to see that vℓ, Nℓ and zℓ are tFtutPR-adapted.
From system (7.3), we find that pvℓ, N̊ℓq satisfy the following system:

#
Btvℓ ` divppvℓ ` zℓq b pvℓ ` zℓqq ` ∇πℓ ´ vℓ “ divpNℓ `Ncom1q

div vℓ “ 0,
(7.10)

where the commutator stress

Ncom1 :“ pvℓ ` zℓqb̊pvℓ ` zℓq ´
``

pvq ` zqqb̊pvq ` zqq
˘

˚x ψℓ

˘
˚t ψℓ, (7.11)

and

πℓ :“ pπq ˚x ψℓq ˚t ψℓ ´ 1

3

`
|vℓ ` zℓ|2 ´ p|vq ` zq|2 ˚x ψℓq ˚t ψℓ

˘
. (7.12)

New velocity iteration vq`1: Let us define

vq`1 :“ vℓ ` ωq`1 “ vq ´ pvq ´ vℓq ` ω
ppq
q`1 ` ω

pcq
q`1,

where ωq`1 is given by (4.16). It follows by the similar arguments as for (5.18), (5.19) and (5.20) that

}vq`1}C0
t,x

ď λ
1

3

q`1, }vq`1}C1
t,x

ď λ
7

5

q`1δ
1

2

q`1, and |||vq`1|||C0,2r ď 1 ´ δ
1

2

q`1,

for 0 ă β ă 1
24
.

New Reynolds stress N̊q`1: We infer from (7.10) and the system (7.3) at the level q ` 1 that

divN̊q`1 ´ ∇πq`1

“ pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qωppq
q`1l jh n

divNtrans

` pωq`1 ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓql jh n
divNNash

` div
`
ω

ppq
q`1 b ω

ppq
q`1 ` N̊ℓ

˘
l jh n

divNosc`∇πosc

` pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qωpcq
q`1 ` divpωpcq

q`1 b ωq`1 ` ω
ppq
q`1 b ω

pcq
q`1q

l jh n
divNcorr`∇πcorr

` div
`
vq`1 b pzq`1 ´ zℓq ` pzq`1 ´ zℓq b vq`1 ` zq`1 b zq`1 ´ zℓ b zℓ ` pzq`1 ´ zℓql jh n

divNcom2`∇πcom2

` divNcom1 ´ ∇πℓ.

Here Ncom1 and πℓ 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

Ntrans :“ R

„
pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qωppq

q`1


,
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NNash :“ Rrpωq`1 ¨ ∇qpvℓ ` zℓqs,

Nosc :“
ÿ

j,j1,ζ`ζ1‰0

R

„"
Wζ b Wζ1 ´ Wζ ¨ Wζ1

2
Id

*
∇paζaζ1φζφζ1 q


,

Ncorr :“ R

„
pBt ` pvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qωpcq

q`1


` ω

pcq
q`1b̊ωq`1 ` ω

ppq
q`1b̊ωpcq

q`1,

Ncom2 :“ vq`1b̊pzq`1 ´ zℓq ` pzq`1 ´ zℓqb̊vq`1 ` zq`1b̊zq`1 ´ zℓb̊zℓ ` Rpzq`1 ´ zℓq,

πosc :“ c´1
˚ ̺ ` 1

2

ÿ

j,j1,ζ`ζ1‰0

aζaζ1φζφζ1 pWζ ¨ Wζ1 q,

πcorr :“ 1

3

ˆ
2ω

ppq
q`1 ¨ ωpcq

q`1 `
ˇ̌
ˇωpcq

q`1

ˇ̌
ˇ
2
˙
,

πcom2 :“ 1

3

`
vq`1 ¨ pzq`1 ´ zℓq ` pzq`1 ´ zℓq ¨ zq`1 ` |zq`1|2 ´ |zℓ|2q

˘
.

Finally, we have

N̊q`1 “ Ntrans `NNash `Nosc `Ncorr `Ncom1 `Ncom2,

and

πq`1 “ πℓ ´ πosc ´ πcorr ´ πcom2.

We infer by the similar arguments as for (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) that

}N̊q`1}C0

t,x
ď λ

2

3

q`1 and |||N̊q`1|||C0,r ď δq`2,

for 0 ă β ă 1
24
. 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 pvq, N̊qq be as in the statement of Proposition 7.3. For

any interval I Ă R with |I| ě 3mq (where mq is defined in (4.6)), we can produce a first pair pvq`1, N̊q`1q and

a second pair prvq`1,
Ă̊
Nq`1q which share the same initial data, satisfy the same conclusions of Proposition 7.3 and

additionally

|||vq`1 ´ rvq`1|||L2
x,2

ě δ
1

2

q`1, supptpvq`1 ´ rvq`1q Ă I.

Moreover, if we are given two pairs pvq , N̊qq and prvq , Ă̊Nqq satisfying (7.4)-(7.8) and

supptpvq ´ rvq, N̊q ´ Ă̊
Nqq Ă J ,

for some interval J Ă R, we can exhibit corrected counterparts pvq`1, N̊q`1q and prvq`1,
Ă̊
Nq`1q again satisfying the

same conclusion of Proposition 7.3 together with the following control on the support of their difference:

supptpvq`1 ´ rvq`1, N̊q`1 ´ Ă̊
Nq`1q Ă J ` λ

´ 8

5

q .

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 Tr
´

p´∆q 3

2
`σGG˚

¯
ă 8 for some σ ě 1 and let r ą 1 be fixed. Then, for any β P p0, 1

24
q,

there exist infinitely many tFtutPR-adapted process up¨q which belongs to CpR;Cϑq P-a.s. for ϑ P p0, 5
7
βq and is an

analytically weak solution to (1.2) in the sense of Definition 1.1. Moreover, the solutions satisfies

|||u|||Cϑ,2r ă 8. (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 Tn Ñ 8 and a stationary solution
´

prΩ, rF , rPq, ru,ĂW
¯
to (1.2) such that

1

Tn

ˆ Tn

0

LrStpu,Wqsdt Ñ Lrru,ĂWs,

weakly in the sense of probability measures on T as n Ñ 8, 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

zptq “
ˆ t

´8

e´pt´rqSpt´ rqdWprq,

where Sptq “ e´At denotes an analytic semigroup generated by the operator A “ p´∆qα. By [29, Section 2.1],
the Wiener process W can be written as W “ ř

kPN

?
ckβkek for an orthonormal basis tekukPN of L2

σ consisting of
eigenfunctions of GG˚ with corresponding eigenvalues ck, and the coefficient satisfy

ř
kPN ck ă 8, where tβkukPN

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])

Tr
´

p´∆q 3

2
`σ´αGG˚

¯
“

8ÿ

k“1

ck

›››p´∆q 1

2
p 3

2
`σq´αek

›››
2

L2

ă 8.

Then it holds for γ P p0, 1
2

q and t ě s,

E

”
}zptq ´ zpsq}2L2

ı

“ E

»
—–

››››››

t
ˆ

s

e´pt´rqSpt ´ rqdWprq

››››››

2

L2

fi
ffifl ` E

»
—–

››››››

s
ˆ

´8

”
e´pt´rqSpt´ rq ´ e´ps´rqSps ´ rq

ı
dWprq

››››››

2

L2

fi
ffifl

“
8ÿ

k“1

ck

t
ˆ

s

e´2pt´rq}Spt´ rqek}2L2dr `
8ÿ

k“1

ck

s
ˆ

´8

›››
”
e´pt´rqSpt´ rq ´ e´ps´rqSps´ rq

ı
ek

›››
2

L2

dr

À
8ÿ

k“1

ck

t
ˆ

s

e´2pt´rq}Spt´ rqek}2L2dr `
8ÿ

k“1

ck

s
ˆ

´8

”
e´pt´rq ´ e´ps´rq

ı2
}Spt´ rqek}2L2dr

`
8ÿ

k“1

ck

s
ˆ

´8

e´2ps´rq}rSpt´ rq ´ Sps´ rqsek}2L2dr

À TrpGG˚q
t

ˆ

s

e´2pt´rqdr ` TrpGG˚q
s
ˆ

´8

”
e´pt´rq ´ e´ps´rq

ı2
dr `

8ÿ

k“1

ck

s
ˆ

´8

e´2ps´rq}rSpt ´ rq ´ Sps´ rqsek}2L2dr

ď TrpGG˚qpt ´ sq2γ ` 2TrpGG˚qpt ´ sq2γ `
8ÿ

k“1

ck

s
ˆ

´8

e´2ps´rq

››››
ˆ
ˆ t´r

s´r

ASpτqdτ
˙
ek

››››
2

L2

dr

À TrpGG˚qpt ´ sq2γ ` TrpGG˚q
s
ˆ

´8

e´2ps´rq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˆ t´r

s´r

1

τ
dτ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dr

À TrpGG˚qpt ´ sq2γ ` TrpGG˚q
s
ˆ

´8

e´2ps´rqps ´ rq´2γ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˆ t´r

s´r

τγ´1dτ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dr
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“ TrpGG˚qpt ´ sq2γ ` TrpGG˚q
γ2

s
ˆ

´8

e´2ps´rqps´ rq´2γ rpt´ rqγ ´ ps´ rqγ s2dr

À TrpGG˚qpt ´ sq2γ ` TrpGG˚q
γ2

pt ´ sq2γ
s
ˆ

´8

e´2ps´rqps ´ rq´2γdr

“ TrpGG˚qpt ´ sq2γ ` TrpGG˚q
γ2

Γp1 ´ 2γq
21´2γ

pt´ sq2γ À TrpGG˚qpt ´ sq2γ ,

where the implicit constant depends only on the semigroup Sp¨q and γ but it is independent of time. Again, it
holds for γ P p0, 1

2
q, ξ P pγ, 1

2
q and t ě s,

E

„›››p´∆q 1

2
p 3

2
`σqzptq ´ p´∆q 1

2
p 3

2
`σqzpsq

›››
2

L2



“ E

»
—–

››››››

t
ˆ

s

e´pt´rqp´∆q 1

2
p 3

2
`σqSpt´ rqdWprq

››››››

2

L2

fi
ffifl

` E

»
—–

››››››

s
ˆ

´8

”
e´pt´rqp´∆q 1

2
p 3

2
`σqSpt´ rq ´ e´ps´rqp´∆q 1

2
p 3

2
`σqSps ´ rq

ı
dWprq

››››››

2

L2

fi
ffifl

“
8ÿ

k“1

ck

t
ˆ

s

e´2pt´rq
›››p´∆q 1

2
p 3

2
`σqSpt´ rqek

›››
2

L2

dr

`
8ÿ

k“1

ck

s
ˆ

´8

›››
”
e´pt´rqp´∆q 1

2
p 3

2
`σqSpt ´ rq ´ e´ps´rqp´∆q 1

2
p 3

2
`σqSps´ rq

ı
ek

›››
2

L2

dr

À
8ÿ

k“1

ck

t
ˆ

s

e´2pt´rq
›››p´∆q 1

2
p 3

2
`σq´αγp´AqγSpt ´ rqek

›››
2

L2

dr

`
8ÿ

k“1

ck

s
ˆ

´8

e´2pt´rq
›››p´∆q 1

2
p 3

2
`σq´αγp´AqγrSpt´ rq ´ Sps´ rqsek

›››
2

L2

dr

`
8ÿ

k“1

ck

s
ˆ

´8

”
e´pt´rq ´ e´ps´rq

ı2›››p´∆q 1

2
p 3

2
`σq´αγp´AqγSps´ rqek

›››
2

L2

dr

À Trpp´∆q 3

2
`σ´2αγGG˚q

t
ˆ

s

e´2pt´rqpt ´ rq´2γdr ` Trpp´∆q 3

2
`σ´2αγGG˚q

s
ˆ

´8

”
e´pt´rq ´ e´ps´rq

ı2
ps ´ rq´2γdr

`
8ÿ

k“1

ck

s
ˆ

´8

e´2pt´rq

››››p´∆q 1

2
p 3

2
`σq´αγp´Aqγ

ˆ
ˆ t´r

s´r

d

dτ
Spτqdτ

˙
ek

››››
2

L2

dr

ď Trpp´∆q 3

2
`σ´2αγGG˚qΓp1 ´ 2ξq

21´2ξ
pt ´ sq2pξ´γq ` Trpp´∆q 3

2
`σ´2αγGG˚qΓp1 ´ 2γq

2´2γ
pt´ sq2pξ´γq

`
8ÿ

k“1

ck

s
ˆ

´8

e´2pt´rq

››››p´∆q 1

2
p 3

2
`σq´αγp´Aqγ

ˆ
ˆ t´r

s´r

ASpτqdτ
˙
ek

››››
2

L2

dr

À Trpp´∆q 3

2
`σ´2αγGG˚q

„ p1 ´ 2ξq
21´2ξ

` p1 ´ 2γq
2´2γ


pt ´ sq2pξ´γq

` Trpp´∆q 3

2
`σ´2αγGG˚q

s
ˆ

´8

e´2pt´rq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˆ t´r

s´r

τ´1´γdτ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dr
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À Trpp´∆q 3

2
`σ´2αγGG˚q

„ p1 ´ 2ξq
21´2ξ

` p1 ´ 2γq
2´2γ


pt ´ sq2pξ´γq

` Trpp´∆q 3

2
`σ´2αγGG˚q

s
ˆ

´8

e´2pt´rqps´ rq´2ξ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˆ t´r

s´r

τξ´1´γdτ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2

dr

“ Trpp´∆q 3

2
`σ´2αγGG˚q

„ p1 ´ 2ξq
21´2ξ

` p1 ´ 2γq
2´2γ


pt ´ sq2pξ´γq

` Trpp´∆q 3

2
`σ´2αγGG˚q

pξ ´ γq2

s
ˆ

´8

e´2pt´rqps ´ rq´2ξ
“
pt´ rqξ´γ ´ ps´ rqξ´γ

‰2
dr

À Trpp´∆q 3

2
`σ´2αγGG˚q

„ p1 ´ 2ξq
21´2ξ

` p1 ´ 2γq
2´2γ


pt ´ sq2pξ´γq

` Trpp´∆q 3

2
`σ´2αγGG˚q

pξ ´ γq2 pt ´ sq2pξ´γq

s
ˆ

´8

e´2pt´rqps ´ rq´2ξdr

ď Trpp´∆q 3

2
`σ´2αγGG˚q

„ p1 ´ 2ξq
21´2ξ

` p1 ´ 2γq
2´2γ


pt ´ sq2pξ´γq ` Trpp´∆q 3

2
`σ´2αγGG˚q

pξ ´ γq2
Γp1 ´ 2ξq
21´2ξ

pt´ sq2pξ´γq

À Trpp´∆q 3

2
`σ´2αγGG˚qpt ´ sq2pξ´γq,

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

E

”
}zptq ´ zpsq}p

H
3

2
`σ

ı
ď pp´ 1q p

2

´
E

”
}zptq ´ zpsq}2

H
3

2
`σ

ı¯ p
2

.

By Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion and fundamental Sobolev embedding H
3

2
`σ ãÑ Cσ for σ ą 0, we obtain for

δ P p0, 1
2

q

sup
tPR

E

„
}z}p

C
1

2
´δ

t Cσ


À sup

tPR
E

„
}z}p

C
1

2
´δ

t H
3

2
`σ


ď pp ´ 1q p

2Lp,

where L ě 1 depends on Tr
´

p´∆q 3

2
`σ´αGG˚

¯
, δ and is independent of p.

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

|||zq`1 ´ zq|||p
C0,p

“ sup
tPR

E

„
sup

tďsďt`1

}zq`1psq ´ zqpsq}p
C0

x



“ sup
tPR

E

„
sup

tďsďt`1

}χq`1

`
}rzq`1psq}C0

x

˘
rχq`1

`
}rzq`1psq}C1

x

˘
rzq`1psq ´ χq

`
}rzqpsq}C0

x

˘
rχq

`
}rzqpsq}C1

x

˘
rzqpsq}p

C0
x



ď sup
tPR

E

„
sup

tďsďt`1

}rzq`1psq ´ rzqpsq}p
C0

x
¨ χp

q`1p}rzq`1psq}C0
x
q ¨ rχp

q`1p}rzq`1psq}C1
x
q


` sup
tPR

E

„
sup

tďsďt`1

}rzqpsq}p
C0

x
¨
ˇ̌
χq`1p}rzq`1psq}C0

x
q ´ χqp}rzqpsq}C0

x
q
ˇ̌p ¨ rχp

qp}rzqpsq}C1
x
q


` sup
tPR

E

„
sup

tďsďt`1

}rzqpsq}p
C0

x
¨ χp

q`1p}rzq`1psq}C0
x
q ¨

ˇ̌
rχq`1p}rzq`1psq}C1

x
q ´ rχqp}rzqpsq}C1

x
q
ˇ̌p


:“ I ` II ` III. (A.1)

Estimate for I. By the definition of rzq, we have

rzq`1pt, xq ´ rzqpt, xq “
ÿ

λ
1

3
q ă|k|ďλ

1

3

q`1

eik¨xẑpt, kq,
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where ẑ is the Fourier transform of z, and k P Z3. Then using Hölder’s inequality, we deduce for any t P R and
σ ą 0,

}rzq`1ptq ´ rzqptq}L8 ď
ÿ

λ
1

3
q ă|k|ďλ

1

3

q`1

|ẑpt, kq|

“
ÿ

λ
1

3
q ă|k|ďλ

1

3

q`1

p1 ` |k|2q 1

2
p 3

2
`σq|ẑpt, kq|p1 ` |k|2q´ 1

2
p 3

2
`σq

ď

¨
˚̊
˝

ÿ

λ
1

3
q ă|k|ďλ

1

3

q`1

p1 ` |k|2q 3

2
`σ|ẑpt, kq|2

˛
‹‹‚

1

2

¨

¨
˚̊
˝

ÿ

λ
1

3
q ă|k|ďλ

1

3

q`1

p1 ` |k|2q´p 3

2
`σq

˛
‹‹‚

1

2

À λ
´ 1

3
σ

q }zptq}
H

3

2
`σ

(A.2)

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

I ď sup
tPR

E

„
sup

tďsďt`1

}rzq`1psq ´ rzqpsq}p
C0

x



ď λ
´ 1

3
σp

q sup
tPR

E

„
sup

tďsďt`1

}zptq}p
H

3

2
`σ


ď λ

´ 1

3
σp

q |||z|||p
H

3

2
`κ

,p
ď pλ´ 1

3
σ

q
?
pLqp. (A.3)

Estimate for II. By the definitions of χq and χq`1 (see Subsection 3.1), we deduce that
ˇ̌
χq`1p}rzq`1psq}C0

x
q ´ χqp}rzqpsq}C0

x
q
ˇ̌

ď 1"
}rzqpsq}C0

x
ď 1

7¨4¨2¨2λ
1

3
´ε

q ,}rzq`1psq}C0
x

ą 1

7¨4¨2¨2λ
1

3
´ε

q`1

* ` 1"
}rzqpsq}C0

x
ą 1

7¨4¨2¨2λ
1

3
´ε

q

*

ď 1"
}rzq`1psq}C0

x
ą 1

7¨4¨2¨2λ
1

3
´ε

q`1

* ` 1"
}rzqpsq}C0

x
ą 1

7¨4¨2¨2λ
1

3
´ε

q

*. (A.4)

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

II ď sup
tPR

E

«
sup

tďsďt`1

}rzqpsq}p
C0

x
¨ 1"

}rzq`1psq}C0
x

ą 1

7¨4¨2¨2λ
1

3
´ε

q`1

*

ff
` sup

tPR
E

«
sup

tďsďt`1

}rzqpsq}p
C0

x
¨ 1"

}rzqpsq}C0
x

ą 1

7¨4¨2¨2λ
1

3
´ε

q

*

ff

ď sup
tPR

ˆ
E

„
sup

tďsďt`1

}rzqpsq}2p
C0

x

˙ 1

2

¨
ˆ
P

"
}rzq`1}C0

t,x
ą 1

7 ¨ 4 ¨ 2 ¨ 2λ
1

3
´ε

q`1

*˙ 1

2

` sup
tPR

ˆ
E

„
sup

tďsďt`1

}rzqpsq}2p
C0

x

˙ 1

2

¨
ˆ
P

"
}rzqpsq}C0

t,x
ą 1

7 ¨ 4 ¨ 2 ¨ 2λ
1

3
´ε

q

*˙ 1

2

. (A.5)

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

sup
tPR

ˆ
P

"
}rzqpsq}C0

t,x
ą 1

7 ¨ 4 ¨ 2 ¨ 2λ
1

3
´ε

q

*˙ 1

2

ď p7 ¨ 4 ¨ 2 ¨ 2qpλ´p 1

3
´εqp

q sup
tPR

ˆ
E

„
sup

tďsďt`1

}rzqpsq}2p
C0

x

˙ 1

2

ď p7 ¨ 4 ¨ 2 ¨ 2qpλ´p 1

3
´εqp

q p
a

2pLqp, (A.6)

and

sup
tPR

ˆ
P

"
}rzq`1psq}C0

t,x
ą 1

7 ¨ 4 ¨ 2 ¨ 2λ
1

3
´ε

q`1

*˙ 1

2

ď p7 ¨ 4 ¨ 2 ¨ 2qpλ´p 1

3
´εqp

q`1 sup
tPR

ˆ
E

„
sup

tďsďt`1

}rzq`1psq}2p
C0

x

˙ 1

2

ď p7 ¨ 4 ¨ 2 ¨ 2qpλ´p 1

3
´εqp

q`1 p
a

2pLqp. (A.7)

Therefore, using (A.5)-(A.7) and (3.8), we write

II ď |||rzq|||p
C0,2p

p7 ¨ 4 ¨ 2 ¨ 2
a
2pLqppλ´p 1

3
´εqp

q ` λ
´p 1

3
´εqp

q`1 q À p7 ¨ 4 ¨ 4 ¨ 2pL2qpλ´p 1

3
´εqp

q . (A.8)

Estimate for III. By the definitions of rχq and rχq`1 (see Subsection 3.1), we deduce that
ˇ̌
rχq`1p}rzq`1psq}C1

x
q ´ rχqp}rzqpsq}C1

x
q
ˇ̌

ď 1"
}rzqpsq}C1

x
ďλ

2

3
´ε

q ,}rzq`1psq}C1
x

ąλ
2

3
´ε

q`1

* ` 1"
}rzqpsq}C1

x
ąλ

2

3
´ε

q

*

ď 1"
}rzq`1psq}C1

x
ąλ

2

3
´ε

q`1

* ` 1"
}rzqpsq}C1

x
ąλ

2

3
´ε

q

*, (A.9)
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Using (A.9) and Hölder’s inequality, we obtain

III ď sup
tPR

E

«
sup

tďsďt`1

}rzqpsq}p
C0

x
¨ 1"

}rzq`1psq}C1
x

ąλ
2

3
´ε

q`1

*

ff
` sup

tPR
E

«
sup

tďsďt`1

}rzqpsq}p
C0

x
¨ 1"

}rzqpsq}C1
x

ąλ
2

3
´ε

q

*

ff

ď sup
tPR

ˆ
E

„
sup

tďsďt`1

}rzqpsq}2p
C0

x

˙ 1

2

¨
´
P

!
}rzq`1psq}C0

t C
1
x

ą λ
2

3
´ε

q`1

)¯ 1

2

` sup
tPR

ˆ
E

„
sup

tďsďt`1

}rzqpsq}2p
C0

x

˙ 1

2

¨
´
P

!
}rzqpsq}C0

t C
1
x

ą λ
2

3
´ε

q

)¯ 1

2

. (A.10)

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

sup
tPR

´
P

!
}rzqpsq}C0

t C
1
x

ą λ
2

3
´ε

q

)¯ 1

2 ď λ
´p 2

3
´εqp

q sup
tPR

ˆ
E

„
sup

tďsďt`1

}rzqpsq}2p
C1

x

˙ 1

2

ď λ
´p 2

3
´εqp

q λ
1

3
p

q p
a
2pLqp, (A.11)

and

sup
tPR

´
P

!
}rzq`1psq}C0

t C
1
x

ą λ
2

3
´ε

q`1

)¯ 1

2 ď λ
´p 2

3
´εqp

q`1 sup
tPR

ˆ
E

„
sup

tďsďt`1

}rzq`1psq}2p
C1

x

˙ 1

2

ď λ
´p 2

3
´εqp

q`1 λ
1

3
p

q`1p
a
2pLqp. (A.12)

Therefore, using (A.10)-(A.12) and (3.8), we write

III ď |||rzq|||p
C0,2p

p
a
2pLqppλ´p 1

3
´εqp

q ` λ
´p 1

3
´εqp

q`1 q À p2pL2qpλ´p 1

3
´εqp

q . (A.13)

Hence, in view of (A.1), (A.3), (A.8) and (A.13), we have

|||zq`1 ´ zq|||C0,p À pIq1{p ` pIIq1{p ` pIIIq1{p À λ
´ 1

3
σ

q
?
pL` pL2λ

´p 1

3
´εq

q À pL2pλ´ 1

3
σ

q ` λ
´p 1

3
´εq

q q À pL2λ
´p 1

3
´εq

q ,

where we have used σ ě 1. This completes the proof.

A.3. Proof of Proposition 3.7. Let us choose and fix an interval I Ă rk, k`1s with |I| ě 3mq. Then we can always
find j0 such that

supptpηj0,kp¨qq “ supptpηpm´1
q p¨ ´ kq ´ j0qq Ă I.

For j “ j0, we replace Γ
pjq
ζ in ωq`1 by rΓpjq

ζ “ ´Γ
pjq
ζ . In other words, we replace aζ by raζ “ ´aζ . Otherwise,

we keep the same Γ
pjq
ζ . Note that rΓpjq

ζ still solves (B.5) and hence raζ satisfies (4.13). Let us denote the velocity
perturbation, principle part of velocity perturbation, corrector part of velocity perturbation, new velocity and new

stress tensor corresponding to raζ by rωq`1, rωppq
q`1, rω

pcq
q`1, rvq`1 and

r̊
Rq`1. Observe that raζ also satisfies the same

bound as aζ in (5.1). As a result, the pair prvq`1,
r̊
Rq`1q satisfies (3.13)-(3.17) at level q ` 1 and (3.18) as desired.

On the other hand, by the construction, rωq`1 differs from ωq`1 on the support of supptpηj0,kp¨qq. Therefore, we
can easily see

supptpvq`1 ´ rvq`1q “ supptpωq`1 ´ rωq`1q Ă I.

We have

ω
ppq
q`1 ´ rωppq

q`1 “ 2
ÿ

ζPΛj0

c
´ 1

2

˚ ̺
1

2 ¨ ηj0,k ¨ Γpj0q
ζ

˜
Id ´ c˚

R̊ℓ

̺

¸
¨ Bζe

iλq`1ζ¨Φk,j0 , (A.14)

Consider

pωppq
q`1 ´ rωppq

q`1q b pωppq
q`1 ´ rωppq

q`1q

“ 4
ÿ

ζ

c´1
˚ ̺ ¨ η2j0,k ¨

«
Γ

pj0q
ζ

˜
Id ´ c˚

R̊ℓ

̺

¸ff2

¨ Bζ bBζ1 ` 4
ÿ

ζ`ζ1‰0

aζaζ1WζpΦk,j0 q b Wζ1 pΦk,j0q

“ 4η2j0,k

´
c´1

˚ ̺Id ´ R̊ℓ

¯
`

ÿ

ζ`ζ1‰0

aζaζ1WζpΦk,j0q b Wζ1 pΦk,j0q, (A.15)

which gives

|ωppq
q`1 ´ rωppq

q`1|2 “ 12η2j0,kc
´1
˚ ̺Id `

ÿ

ζ`ζ1‰0

Trpaζaζ1WζpΦk,j0 q b Wζ1 pΦk,j0qq. (A.16)
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In view of Lemma D.1, we estimate
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇE
«

ÿ

ζ`ζ1‰0

ˆ

T3

Trpaζaζ1WζpΦk,j0 q b Wζ1 pΦk,j0 qqdx
ffˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ď E

«
ÿ

ζ`ζ1‰0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˆ

T3

Trpaζaζ1WζpΦk,j0 q b Wζ1 pΦk,j0qqdx
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ff

À E

«
ÿ

ζ`ζ1‰0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˆ

T3

aζaζ1Bζ bB´ζe
iλq`1pζ`ζ1q¨Φk,j0dx

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ff

À E

«
ÿ

ζ`ζ1‰0

}aζaζ1 }C0

t C
m
x

` }aζaζ1 }C0

t,x
}∇Φk,j0}C0

t C
m
x

λmq`1

ff

À E

»
–λ

8

5
m

q p}R̊q}C0

t,x
` δq`1q ` p}R̊q}C0

t,x
` δq`1qλ

4

5
p2N´1q

q

λmq`1

fi
fl À λ

´ 2

5
m

q δq`1 ď δq`1, (A.17)

where we have used (5.43), (C.7) and m ą 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

|||ωppq
q`1 ´ rωppq

q`1|||2L2
x,2

ě 12p2πq3c´1
˚ δq`1 ´ δq`1 ě 4δq`1. (A.18)

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

|||vq`1 ´ rvq`1|||L2
x,2

“ |||ωq`1 ´ rωq`1|||L2
x,2

ě |||ωppq
q`1 ´ rωppq

q`1|||L2
x,2

´ p2πq 3

2 p|||ωpcq
q`1|||C0,2 ` |||rωpcq

q`1|||C0,2q ě 2δ
1

2

q`1 ´ δ
1

2

q`1 “ δ
1

2

q`1, (A.19)

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

|||ωpcq
q`1|||C0,2r ` |||rωpcq

q`1|||C0,2r À 2λ
´ 2

5

q δ
1

2

q`1 ď 1

p2πq 3

2

δ
1

2

q`1.

Lastly, we suppose that a pair prvq,
r̊
Rqq (satisfying system (3.4)) satisfies (3.13)-(3.17) and

supptpvq ´ rvq, R̊q ´ r̊
Rqq Ă J

for some time interval J . Proceed to construct the regularized flow,
r̊
Rℓ as we did for R̊ℓ and note that they differ

only in J ` ℓ “ J ` λ
´ 8

5

q . As a result, ωq`1 differ from rωq`1 only in J ` λ
´ 8

5

q and hence the pairs pvq`1, R̊q`1q
and prvq`1,

r̊
Rq`1q satisfy

supptpvq`1 ´ rvq`1, R̊q`1 ´ r̊
Rq`1q Ă J ` λ

´ 8

5

q .

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 ω, that
is, it is purely deterministic. First of all we recall the definition of Beltrami waves.

Given ζ P S2 X Q3, let Aζ P S2 X Q3 satisfy Aζ ¨ ζ “ 0 and A´ζ “ Aζ . Furthermore, we also define a complex
vector

Bζ :“ 1?
2

pAζ ` iζ ˆAζq P C3. (B.1)

It is immediate from the definition of Bζ that it satisfies

|Bζ | “ 1, Bζ ¨ ζ “ 0, iζ ˆBζ “ Bζ , B´ζ “ Bζ .

With the above preparation, we infer that for any λ P Z, such that λζ P Z3, the function

Wζ :“ Wζ,λpxq :“ Bζe
iλζ¨x,

is T3-periodic, divergence-free, and is an eigenfunction of the curl operator with eigenvalue λ. That is, Wζ 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 Λ be a given finite subset of S2 X Q3 such that ´Λ “ Λ, and let λ P Z be
such that λΛ Ă Z. Then for any choice of coefficients aζ P C with aζ “ a´ζ the vector field

Wpxq “
ÿ

ζPΛ

aζBζe
iλζ¨x, (B.2)

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

divpW b Wq “ ∇
|W|2
2

. (B.3)

Furthermore, we also have

xW b Wy :“
 

T3

Wpxq b Wpxq dx “ 1

2

ÿ

ζPΛ

|aζ |2pId ´ ζ b ζq. (B.4)

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

xv b vyptq :“
 

T3

pv b vqpt, xqdx “ R,

for some prescribed symmetric matrix R. It is true that we must choose these flows carefully such that they rely
smoothly on the matrix R, at least when R belongs to a neighborhood of the identity matrix. 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 ă c˚ ď 1 with the following property.
Let Bc˚pIdq denote the closed ball of symmetric 3 ˆ 3 matrices, centered at Id, of radius c˚. Then, there exists
pairwise disjoint subsets

Λα Ă S2 X Q3, α P t0, 1u,
and smooth positive functions

Γ
pαq
ζ P C8

`
Bc˚pIdq

˘
, α P t0, 1u, ζ P Λα,

such that the following hold:

For every ζ P Λα, we have ´ζ P Λα and Γ
pαq
ζ “ Γ

pαq
´ζ . For each R P Bc˚pIdq, we have the identity

R “ 1

2

ÿ

ζPΛα

”
Γ

pαq
ζ pRq

ı2
pId ´ ζ b ζq. (B.5)

Remark B.4. It has been noticed (see [5]) that it is sufficient to consider index sets Λ0 and Λ1 in Lemma B.3 to
have 12 elements. Moreover, by abuse of notation, for j P Z we denote Λj “ Λj mod 2. Hence in Subsection 4.3,

we also write Γ
pαq
ζ as Γ

pjq
ζ . Also it is convenient to denote M geometric constant such that

ÿ

ζPΛα

}Γpαq
ζ }CnpBc˚ pIdqq ď M, (B.6)

holds for n large enough, α P t0, 1u and ζ P Λα. 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 rt0, T s, t0 ě 0:

#
pBt ` m ¨ ∇qf “ g

fpt0, xq “ f0.

We have the following estimates for f (see [2, Proposition D.1, (133), (134)]):

}fptq}C1
x

ď }f0}C1
x
e

pt´t0q}m}
C0

rt0,T s
C1
x `

ˆ t

t0

e
pt´τq}m}

C0

rt0,T s
C1
x }gpτq}C1

x
dτ, (C.1)

and more generally, for any N ě 2, there exists a constant C “ CN such that

}fptq}CN
x

ď
´

}f0}CN
x

` Cpt ´ t0q}m}C0

rt0,T s
CN

x
}f0}C1

x

¯
e
Cpt´t0q}m}

C0

rt0,T s
C1
x
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`
ˆ t

t0

e
Cpt´τq}m}

C0

rt0,T s
C1
x

´
}gpτq}CN

x
` Cpt ´ τq}m}C0

rt0,ts
CN

x
}gpτq}C1

x

¯
dτ. (C.2)

Consider the following case: #
pBt ` m ¨ ∇qΦ “ 0

Φpt0, xq “ x.

Now let Ψps, xq “ Φps, xq ´ x, then Ψ satisfies the following equations:
#

pBt ` m ¨ ∇qΨ “ ´m

Ψpt0, xq “ 0.

From (C.1), we have

}∇Φptq ´ Id}C0
x

“ }Ψptq}C1
x

ď
ˆ t

t0

e
pt´τq}m}

C0

rt0,T s
C1
x }m}C0

rt0,T s
C1

x
dτ “ e

pt´t0q}m}
C0

rt0,T s
C1
x ´ 1. (C.3)

Now let us find the similar estimates for the solution Φk,j of (4.7), for j P t0, 1, . . . , rm´1
q su, where mq is given by

(4.6). In view of (3.7), (3.14) and (4.6), we obtain for any k P Z and 0 ă β ă 1
24

mq}vℓ ` zℓ}C0

rk,k`1s
C1

x
ď mq

´
λ

7

5

q δ
1

2

q ` λ
2

3

q

¯
ď λ

´ 3

4

q`1λ
´ 3

4

q δ
´ 1

4

q`1δ
´ 1

4

q

´
λ

7

5

q δ
1

2

q ` λ
2

3

q

¯

À λ
´ 3

4

q`1λ
´ 3

4

q δ
´ 1

4

q`1δ
´ 1

4

q λ
7

5

q δ
1

2

q À λ
´ 3

4

q`1λ
13

20

q δ
´ 1

4

q`1δ
1

4

q “ λ
´p 3

2
´βq` 1

2
p 13

10
´βq

q ď λ
´ 4

5

q ăă 1, (C.4)

where we choose a sufficiently large to absorb the constant. Since ex ´ 1 ď 2x for x P r0, 1s, we obtain for (C.3)
and (C.4) that

sup
tPrk`pj´1qmq ,k`pj`1qmqs

}∇Φk,jptq ´ Id}C0
x

ď e
2mq}vℓ`zℓ}

C0

rk,k`1s
C1
x ´ 1

À mq}vℓ ` zℓ}C0

rk,k`1s
C1

x
ď λ

´ 4

5

q ăă 1, (C.5)

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

sup
tPrk`pj´1qmq ,k`pj`1qmqs

}∇Φk,jptq}C0
x

ď sup
tPrk`pj´1qmq ,k`pj`1qmqs

}∇Φk,jptq ´ Id}C0
x

` 1 ď 2,

sup
tPrk`pj´1qmq ,k`pj`1qmqs

}∇Φk,jptq}C0
x

ě 1 ´ sup
tPrk`pj´1qmq ,k`pj`1qmqs

}∇Φk,jptq ´ Id}C0
x

ě 1

2
.

(C.6)

Similarly, by (C.2) and (C.4), we get for N ě 1

sup
tPrk`pj´1qmq ,k`pj`1qmqs

}∇Φk,jptq}CN
x

À mq}vℓ ` zℓ}C0

rk,k`1s
C

N`1

x
e
2mq}vℓ`zℓ}

C0

rk,k`1s
C1
x

À ℓ´Nmq}vℓ ` zℓ}C0

rk,k`1s
C1

x
À ℓ´Nλ

´ 4

5

q “ λ
4

5
p2N´1q

q , (C.7)

where we have also used (4.1). Now, using (4.7), (C.6), (3.13) and (3.7), we have

sup
tPrk`pj´1qmq ,k`pj`1qmqs

}BtΦk,j}C0
x

ď sup
tPrk`pj´1qmq ,k`pj`1qmqs

}ppvℓ ` zℓq ¨ ∇qΦk,j}C0
x

ď sup
tPrk`pj´1qmq ,k`pj`1qmqs

}vℓ ` zℓ}C0
x

sup
tPrk`pj´1qmq ,k`pj`1qmqs

}∇Φk,j}C0
x

À λ
1

3

q ` λ
1

3

q À λ
1

3

q . (C.8)

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
tPrk`pj´1qmq ,k`pj`1qmqs

}Bt∇Φk,j}C0
x

À sup
tPrk`pj´1qmq ,k`pj`1qmqs

}∇pvℓ ` zℓq}C0
x

sup
tPrk`pj´1qmq ,k`pj`1qmqs

}∇Φk,j}C0
x

` sup
tPrk`pj´1qmq ,k`pj`1qmqs

}vℓ ` zℓ}C0
x

sup
tPrk`pj´1qmq ,k`pj`1qmqs

}∇2Φk,j}C0
x

À pλ
7

5

q δ
1

2

q ` λ
2

3

q q ` pλ
1

3

q ` λ
1

3

q qλ
4

5

q À λ
7

5

q δ
1

2

q ` λ
2

3

q ` λ
17

15

q À λ
7

5

q . (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 C1
t,x-norm of ωq`1 and (3.16)-

(3.17) at the level of q ` 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 |∇|´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 ζ P S2 X Q3, let λζ P Z3 and α P p0, 1q. Assume that a P Cm,αpT3q
and Φ P Cm,αpT3;R3q are smooth functions such that the phase function Φ obeys

1

C
ď |∇Φ| ď C,

on T3, for some constant C ě 1. Then, with the inverse divergence operator R defined in Subsection 2.2, we have
for any m P N

›››R
´
apxqeiλζ¨Φpxq

¯›››
Cα

À }a}C0

λ1´α
` }a}Cm,α ` }a}C0}∇Φ}Cm,α

λm´α
,

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

Lemma D.2 ([2, Proposition C.1]). Let Φ : O Ñ R and f : Rn Ñ O be two smooth functions, with O Ă Rm. Then,
for every N P N, there is a constant C “ Cpn,m,Nq ą 0 such that

“
Φ ˝ f

‰
N

ď C
`“
Φ
‰
1

“
f
‰
N

` }DΦ}N´1}f}N´1
0

“
f
‰
N

˘
,

“
Φ ˝ f

‰
N

ď C
´“

Φ
‰
1

“
f
‰
N

` }DΦ}N´1

“
f
‰N
1

¯

Lemma D.3 ([38, Theorem 1.4], [17, Theorem B.1]). Let γ, ǫ ą 0 and β ě 0 such that 2γ ` β ` ǫ ď 1, and let
fptq : T3 Ñ R3. If f P C2γ`β`ǫ

x , then p´∆qγf P Cβ
x , and there exists a constant C “ Cpǫq ą 0 such that

}p´∆qγf}
C0

tC
β
x

ď Cpǫqrf s
C0

tC
2γ`β`ǫ
x

.
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[31] L. Lü and R. Zhu, Stationary solutions to stochastic 3D Euler equations in Hölder space, arXiv:2401.09894 (2024). 1.2, 1.3, 1.5,
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