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Abstract

In this paper we prove existence and uniqueness of local solutions to the three dimensional
(3D) Navier-Stokes (N-S) equation driven by space-time white noise using two methods: first,
the theory of regularity structures introduced by Martin Hairer in [16] and second, the para-
controlled distribution proposed by Gubinelli, Imkeller, Perkowski in [12]. We also compare the
two approaches.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the three dimensional (3D) Navier-Stokes equation driven by space-
time white noise: Recall that the Navier-Stokes equations describe the time evolution of an
incompressible fluid (see [25]) and are given by

Ou+u-Vu=vAu—Vp+¢

1.1
u(0) =ug, divu =0 (1.1)

where u(t, 7) € R3 denotes the value of the velocity field at time ¢ and position z, p(t, ) denotes
the pressure, and {(t, z) is an external force field acting on the fluid. We will consider the case
when z € T3, the three-dimensional torus. Our mathematical model for the driving force £ is
a Gaussian field which is white in time and space.

Random Navier-Stokes equations, especially the stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes equation driven
by trace-class noise, have been studied in many articles (see e.g. [9], [17], [5], [22] and the
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reference therein). In the two dimensional case existence and uniqueness of strong solutions
have been obtained if the noisy forcing term is white in time and colored in space. In the
three dimensional case, existence of martingale (=probabilistic weak) solutions, which form a
Markov selection, have been constructed for the stochastic 3D Navier-Stokes equation driven
by trace-class noise in [10], [7], [13]. Furthermore, the ergodicity has been obtained for every
Markov selection of the martingale solutions if driven by non-degenerate trace-class noise (see
[10]).

This paper aims at giving a meaning to the equation (1.1) when ¢ is space-time white noise
and at obtaining local (in time) solution. Such a noise might not be relevant for the study of
turbulence. However, in other cases, when a flow is subjected to an external forcing with a
very small time and space correlation length, a space-time white noise may be appropriate to
model this situation. The main difficulty in this case is that £ and hence u are so singular that
the non-linear term is not well-defined.

In the two dimensional case, the Navier-Stokes equation driven by space-time white noise
has been studied in [6], where a unique global solution in the (probabilistically) strong sense
has been obtained by using the Gaussian invariant measure for this equation. Thanks to the
incompressibility condition, we can write u - Vu = %div(u ®@u). The authors split the unknown
into the solution to the linear equation and the solution to a modified version of the Navier-
Stokes equations:

Oz =vAz —Vr+¢&, divz = 0;

O =vAv —Vq — %div[(v +2)®(v+2)], dive=0. (1.2)

The first part z is a Gaussian process with non-smooth paths, whereas the second part v is
smoother. The only term in the nonlinear part, initially not well defined, is z ® 2z, which,
however, can be defined by using the Wick product. By a fixed point argument they obtain
existence and uniqueness of local solutions in the two dimensional case. Then by using the
Gaussian invariant measure for the 2D Navier-Stokes equation driven by space-time white noise,
existence and uniqueness of (probabilistically) strong solutions starting from almost every initial
value is obtained. (For the one-dimensional case we refer to [8], [23]).

However, in the three dimensional case, the trick in the two dimensional case breaks down
since v and z in (1.2) are so singular that not only z ® z is not well-defined but also v ® z and
v ® v have no meaning. Here v is the solution to the nonlinear equation (1.2) and we cannot
define these terms by using the Wick product. As a result, we cannot make sense of (1.2) and
obtain existence and uniqueness of local solutions as in the two dimensional case. As a way
out one might try to iterate the above trick as follows: we write v = vy + v3, where vy, v3 are
the solutions to the following equations:

1
Oy = vAvy — Vg — §div(z ® z), divuy =0,

1 1 1
Oy = I/A'Ug—vq;;—§diV[(’U3—|—U2)®(U3+U2)]—§diV((U3—|—'U2)®Z)—§diV(Z®(U3+U2)), divug = 0.

(1.3)
Now we can make sense of the terms without vz in the right hand side of (1.3), hope v3 becomes
smoother such that the nonlinear terms including v3 are well-defined and try to obtain a well-
posed equation. However, this is not the case. For the unknown w3 the nonlinear term on the



right hand side of (1.3) including v ® z is still not well-defined. Indeed, in this case z € C s
for every k > 0. As a consequence, we cannot expect that the regularity of vs is better than
C2* for every k£ > 0, which makes v3 ® z not well-defined. No matter how many times we
modify this equation again as above, the equation always contains the multiplication for the
unknown and z, which is not well-defined. Hence, this equation is ill-posed in the traditionally
sense.

Thanks to the theory of regularity structures introduced by Martin Hairer in [16] and the
paracontrolled distribution proposed by Gubinelli, Imkeller and Perkowski in [12] we can solve
this problem and obtain existence and uniqueness of local solutions to the stochastic three
dimensional Navier-Stokes equations driven by space-time white noise. Recently, these two
approaches have been successful in giving a meaning to a lot of ill-posed stochastic PDEs
like the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) equation ([19], [2], [15]), the dynamical ®; model ([16],
[4]) and so on. From a philosophical perspective, the theory of regularity structures and the
paracontrolled distribution are inspired by the theory of controlled rough paths [21], [11], [14].
The main difference is that the regularity structure theory considers the problem locally, while
the paracontrolled distribution method is a global approach using Fourier analysis. For a
comparison of these two methods we refer to Remark 3.13.

The key idea of the theory of regularity structures is as follows: we perform an abstract
Talyor expansion on both sides of the equation. Originally Talyor expansions are only for
functions. Here the right objects, e.g. regularity structure that could possibly take the place of
Taylor polynomials, can be constructed. The regularity structure can be endowed with a model
&, which is a concrete way of associating every element in the abstract regularity structure to
the actual Taylor polynomial at every point. Multiplication, differentiation, the state space of
solutions, and the convolution with singular kernels can be defined on this regularity structure,
which is the major difficulty when trying to give a meaning to such singular stochastic partial
differential equations as above. On the regularity structure, a fixed point argument can be
applied to obtain local existence and uniqueness of the solution ® to the equation lifted onto
the regularity structure. Furthermore, we can go back to the real world with the help of another
central tool of the theory, namely the reconstruction operator R. If £ is a smooth process, R®
coincides with the classic solution to the equation. Now we have the following maps

E= 1l o= RO,

and one is led to the following question: Given a sequence . of regularisations of the space-time
white noise &, can we obtain the solution associated with £ by taking the limit of R®,, as ¢
goes to 0, where @, is the solution associated to .. However, the answer to this question is
no. Indeed, while the last two maps are continuous with respect to suitable topologies, the
above sequence (&, of canonical models fails to converge. It may, however, still be possible to
renormalize the model (&, into some converging model i&., which in turn can be related to a
specific renormalised equation.

With these considerations in mind, let us go back to the 3D Navier-Stokes equations driven
by space-time white noise. We apply Martin Hairer’s regularity structure theory to solve it.
First, as in the two dimensional case we write the nonlinear term u - Vu = %div(u ® u) and
construct the associated regularity structure (Theorem 2.8). As in [16] we construct different
admissible models to denote different realizations of the equations corresponding to different
noises. Then for any suitable models, we obtain local existence and uniqueness of solutions by



a fixed point argument. Finally, we renormalize the models associated with the approximations
as mentioned above such that the solution to the equations associated with these renormalised
models converge to the solution to the 3D Navier-Stokes equation driven by space-time white
noise in probability, locally in time.

The theory of paracontrolled distributions combines the idea of Gubinelli’s controlled rough
path [11] and Bony’s paraproduct [3], which is defined as follows: Let A; f be the jth Littlewood-
Paley block of a distribution f and define

T (f,9) =m=(0. 1) =D D Aifdjg, m(fig9) = D Aifdg.

j>—1li<j—1 li—j|<1

Formally fg = n-(f,g) + mo(f,g) + 7= (f,g). Observing that, if f is regular, 7_(f, g) behaves
like g and is the only term in Bony’s paraproduct not increasing the regularity, the authors in
[12] consider a paracontrolled ansatz of type

u=m(u,g) + 1,

where 7 (v, g) represents the ”bad-term” in the solution, g is a functional of the Gaussian
field and uf is regular enough to allow the required multiplication. Then to make sense of the
product uf we only need to define gf by using a commutator estimate (Lemma 3.3).

In the second part of this paper we apply the paracontrolled distribution method to the
3D Navier-Stokes equations driven by space-time white noise. First we split the equation into
four equations and consider the approximation equations. Here as in the theory of regularity
structures, we still approximate £ by smooth functions &, and obtain the approximation equation
associated with &.. By using the paracontrolled ansatz we obtain uniform estimates for the
approximation equations and moreover we also get the local Lipschitz continuity of solutions
with respect to initial values and some extra terms Z(&. ), which are independent of the solutions.
These extra terms Z(&.) play a similar role as the models associated with the ”distributional-
like” elements in the abstract regularity structures. If Z(£.) converges to some Z in some
suitable space, then the solution u. associated with Z(&.) will converge to the desired solution.
However, as in the theory of regularity structures, we have to do suitable renormalisations for
these terms such that they converge in suitable spaces. Here, inspired by [16], we prove Lemma
3.10, which makes the calculations for the renormalisation easier. Moreover taking the limit
of the solutions to the approximation equations we obtain local existence and uniqueness of
the solutions. Indeed, by choosing a suitable solution space we can also give a meaning to the
original equation (see Remark 3.9).

The main result of this article is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1  Let ug € C" for n € (=1, + 2] with o € (=2, =2). Let £ = (¢, £%,£%), with
€.i = 1,2,3 being independent white noises on R x T?, which we extend periodically to R*.
Let p : R* — R be a smooth compactly supported function with Lebesgue integral equal to 1,
and symmetric with respect to space variable, set p.(t,z) = e °p(%, £) and define ! = p. * &'
Consider the maximal solution u. to the following equation

3 3 3
Owuy = Aul + E pret — 3 E P E i(ulul)),  u.(0) = Pu.

’i1:1 7,1:1 :



Then there exists u € C([0,7);C") and a sequence of random time 7, converging to the explosion
time 7 of w such that

sup ||u® — ul), =" 0.
tE[OJ'L]

Remark 1.2 i) From Theorem 1.1 we know that although some diverging terms appear in
the intermediate stages of the analysis, no renormalisation is actually necessary in (1.1).

ii)The results obtained by using paracontrolled distribution method are expressed a little
bit differently (see Theorem 3.12).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we use the regularity structure theory to
obtain local existence and uniqueness of solutions to the 3D Navier-Stokes equations driven by
space-time white noise. In Section 3, we apply the paracontrolled distribution method to deduce
local existence and uniqueness of solutions. In Remark 3.13 we compare the two approaches.

2 N-S equation by regularity structure theory

2.1 Preliminary on regularity structure theory

In this subsection we recall some preliminaries for the theory of regularity structures from [16]
and [18]. From this section we fixed a scaling s = (8¢, 1, ..., 1) of R¥. We call |s| = 59 + d
scaling dimension. We define the associate metric on R4 by

d

Iz = 2"lls = Dl — 2]V

i=0
For k = (ko, ..., ka) we define |k|, = 320 siki.

Definition 2.1 A regularity structure ¥ = (A, T, G) consists of the following elements:

(i) An index set A C R such that 0 € A, A is bounded from below and locally finite.

(ii) A model space T', which is a graded vector space T' = @neaT,, with each T, a Banach
space. Furthermore, Ty is one-dimensional and has a basis vector 1. Given 7 € T we write
|| 7]|o for the norm of its component in T,,.

(ili) A structure group G of (continuous) linear operators acting on 7" such that for every
I' e G, every a € A and every 7, € T, one has

I'rpy =10 €T,y = @Tﬁ.

B<a
Furthermore, I'1 =1 for every I' € G.

Now we have the regularity structure 7' = D, .cn T,, given by all polynomials in d 4 1 inde-
terminates, let us call them Xy, ..., X4, which denote the time and space directions respectively.
Denote X* = Xt ... X% with k a multi-index. In this case, A = N and T, denote the
space of monomials that are homogeneous of degree n. The structure group can be defined by
[ XF = (X — h)F h e RHL



Given a smooth compactly supported test function ¢, z,y € R% X > 0, we define

Phy) = A1),

Denote by B, the set of smooth test functions ¢ : R? — R that are supported in the centred
ball of radius 1 and such that their derivatives of order up to r are uniformly bounded by 1.
We denote by S’ the space of all distributions on R?. Now we give the definition of a model,
which is a concrete way of associating every element in the abstract regularity structure to the
actual Taylor polynomial at every point.

For the Navier-Stokes equation we need to consider heat kernel composed with the Leray
projection, which is not smooth on R4\ {0}. So we cannot apply [16, Lemma 5.5] directly.
Instead we use the inhomogeneous modelled distribution introduced in [18].

Definition 2.2  Given a regularity structure ¥, an inhomogeneous model (II, I, 3J) consists
of the following three elements:

e A collection of maps I' : RY x R? — G parametrized by ¢ € R, such that

e, =1, TLI =T}

Ty Yz xz)
for any x,y,2 € R? and t € R, and the action of F;y on polynomials is given as above
with h = (0,y — z).

e A collection of maps 3, : R x R — G, parametrized by € R, such that, for any z € R?
and s,7,t € R, one has

D=1, LISt=y, $ert =r3 v

YTy

and the action of ¥ on polynomials is given as above with h = (¢t — s,0).

e A collection of linear maps IIX : T — &', such that

M =TT, (XC)(y) = (y— o), (XEP) () =0,

xt Ty’
for all ,y € R4t € R, k € N ky € N such that kg > 0.

Moreover, for any v > 0 and every 1" > 0, there is a constant C' for which the analytic bounds
(I o) < Cllrll, 05,7l < Cllrllile =yl

||Z§:t7-||m S C||’T||l|t — s|(l_m)/50’
holds uniformly over all 7 € T}, I € A with [ < v, all m € A such that m < [, and all test

functions ¢ € B, with r > —inf A, and all t,s,€ [-T,T] and z,y € R? such that |t —s| <1
and |z —y| < 1.

For a model Z = (IL,I', X)) we denote by ||II|.z, ||II'||;z and ||X||,.z the smallest constants
C such that the bounds on II,I" and ¥ in the above analytic bounds hold. Furthermore, we
define

I Zl5r == 1Tl + Tl + (2]
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If Z = (II,T, %) is another model we define
1Z; Zlyer = ML= T|yer + T = Tllyr + 15 = Sz,

This gives a natural topology for the space of all models for a given regularity structure. In the
following we consider the models are periodic in space, which allows us to require the bounds
to hold globally.

Now we have the following definition for the spaces of distributions C*, o < 0, which is an
extension of the definition of Holder space to include o < 0.

Definition 2.3 For a < 0, C® consists of n € &', belonging to the dual space of the space
(Y, i.e. the space of compactly supported C" functions, with r > —a + 1 and such that

[17]la == sup sup sup A"%[n(¢2)| < .
z€RT peB, A<1

On a bounded domain, C* coincides with the Besov space By, ., defined in Section 3.

We also have the following definition of spaces of inhomogeneous modelled distributions,
which are the Holder spaces on the regularity structure.

Definition 2.4  Given a model Z = (II, I, ¥) for a regularity structure ¥ as above. Then for
any v > 0 and 7 € R, the space D" consists of all functions H : (0,7] x R? — €D, _ ., T such
that

1Hi(z) = Z2 Ho(@)ll: _
H H + su sup su ’
Ll = W H [y e S#tel(jo,ﬂ xe[é?d l<5 [t — s|O=0/s0|t, 5|07

[t — s| <|t, s]g°

with
- | He(w) =15, Hi(y)l
|Hllymz = sup sup sup [tly ™" Hi(x)[li + sup  sup sup NPT
te(0,T] zeR? 1<~ te(0T] aryent i<y |2 —y[Tt[g
|z —y| <1
Here we wrote [|7||; for the norm of the component of 7 in 7} and |t|y := |t % A1 and It s|o =
[tlo A [slo.

For H € D" and H € D" (denoting by D" the space built over another model (I, T, %3)),
we also set

|H: H||y ey = sup sup sup [t|$7Y|| Hy(z) — Hy(2)],
te(0,T] zeR4d 1<y

[, (x) — 5, Hi(y) — He(@) + T3, Hi(y)ll:
+ sup sup sup ,

te(0,T] 4 <y |z — y|v—l|t|g_”’

r #y €R

|z —y| <1

_ _ [Hi(a) — B2 H(0) — Fla) + S Ao
H:H 7= |H;H||,,.r+ su sup su
||| |||'Y’T7’T ” H%n’T s;uf(o,T] xellgd l<§ |t - S| 70 /50|t S|n !
It — 5] <It, slo



which gives a natural distance between elements H € D" and H € D",

Given a regularity structure, we say that a subspace V' C T is a sector of regularity « if it
is invariant under the action of the structure group G' and it can be written as V' = ©gcaVp
with V3 C T, and V3 = {0} for § < a. We will use D""(V') to denote all functions in D"
taking values in V.

On the regularity structure a product x is a bilinear map on T satisfying that for every
a€T,and beTzonehasaxbe T, 3and 1xa=ax1=aforevery a € T. The product
induces the pointwise product between modelled distribution under some conditions. For more
details we refer to [16, Section 4].

The reconstruction theorem, which defines the so-called reconstruction operator, is one of
the most fundamental result in the regularity structures theory.

Theorem 2.5 (cf. [18, Theorem 2.11]) Given a model Z = (I, I", ¥) for a regularity structure
T with a := min A . Then for every n € R, > 0 and T > 0, there is a unique family of linear
operators R; : D" — C%(R?), parametrised by t € (0, T], such that the bound

[(RiHy — T Hy(), )| S NG IH |y e [T,
holds uniformly in H € D"t € (0,T],x € R:, X € (0,1] and ¢ € B, with r > —a + 1.

In order to define the integration against a space-time singular kernel K, Martin Hairer in
[16] introduced an abstract integration map Z : T'— T to provide an ”abstract” representation
of IC operating at the level of the regularity structure. In the regularity structure theory Z is a
linear map from 7" to 1" such that Z7T;, C 7,15 and IT = 0 and for every I' € G, 7 € T one has
I'Zr —Il't € T.

Furthermore, we say that K is a S-regularising kernel if one can write K' = )" . K, where

each K, : R™! — R is smooth and compactly supported in a ball of radius 27" around the
origin. Moreover, we assume that for every multi-index k, one has a constant C' such that

sup | DV K, (2)] < Comd+1=5+Ikls)

holds uniformly in n. Finally, we assume that [ K, (z)E(z)dz = 0 for every polynomial E of
degree at most r for some sufficiently large value of 7.

We will write K;(x) = K(z), for z = (t,z). We say that a model Z = (I, ', ) realises K
for T if, for every o € A, every 7 € T,, and every x € R?, one has

M (Tr + T (y) = / (ST, Ko y(y — ) ds, (2.1)

where

Xk
JToaT= Y ?J1/XH§ZfTerK}ﬂQr—-»d&
- JR

|kls<a+p

where k € N and the derivative D* is in time-space. Moreover, we require that
DL (T4 Ty) = T+ Too)lhyy BT+ Tiw) = (T + Ton)Sy, (2.2)

for all 5,¢ € R, and z,y € R%.



Now we introduce the following operator acting on modelled distribution H € D" with
v+ 8> 0:
(KyH)i(z) :=THy(x) + T o Hi(x) + (NS H)i ().

Here

Xk
(NLH )i (x) = Z m /(RSHS — TS Hy(x), DY, o(x — -))ds,
kle<y+8 VR

where k € N1 and the derivative D is in time-space.
Then we have the following results from [18, Theorem 2.21].

Theorem 2.6 Let T = (A, T,G) be a regularity structure with the minimal homogeneity «.
Let K be a ([-regularising kernel for some 5 > 0, let Z be an abstract integration map and let
Z = (II,T',X) be a model realising K for Z. Let v > 0, n < v < n+ 89,7 > —5o. Then for
v+ B,n+ 5 ¢ N, K, maps D" into DV with ¥ = v+  and 7 = (n A a) + 3, and for any
H € D" the following bound holds

I Hllls a2 S M e 1Tl (U ([Tl + [1%]5:2)-

Furthermore, for every ¢ € [0, 7] one has

R, H)(z) = /0 (RoH,, Ky_o(z — -))ds.

Let Z :_(1:1, ', %) be another model realising K for Z, which satisfies the same assumptions,
and let K, be defined as above for this model. Then one has

W H: Kyl S M H e + 11 Z: Zllir,

for all H € D" and H € D', Here, the proportionality constant depends on ||| H ||| T,
| H|l|5,nr and the norms on the models Z and Z.

In order to deal with the Leray Projection, we have to consider convolution with the singular
kernel for space variable. As in [16] we introduce an abstract integration map Zy : 7' — T to
provide an ”abstract” representation of P operating at the level of the regularity structure. In
the regularity structure theory Zj is a linear map from 7" to 71" such that Z,T,, C T,, and Z,T = 0
and for every I' € G, 7 € T one has 'yt — Z,I'r € T.

Furthermore, we say that P is a O-regularising kernel on R if one can write P = Ym0 P
where each P, : R? — R is smooth and compactly supported in a ball of radius 27" around the

origin. Furthermore, we assume that for every multi-index k, one has a constant C' such that

sup | D" P, ()] < C2" @D,

holds uniformly in n. Finally, we assume that [ P,(x)E(x)dz = 0 for every polynomial E of
degree at most r for some sufficiently large value of 7.
We say that a model Z = (II,T', ) realises P for Z, if, for every a € A, every 7 € T, and
every € R%, one has
[ (Tor + T0,7)(y) = (o, Py — ), (23)
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where
0 X" t k
Tt = Gy (L7, DEP(z ),
|k|<a

where k € N? and the derivative D* is in space. Moreover, we require that

for all s,t € R, and z,y € R?.
Now we introduce the following operator acting on modelled distribution H € D" with

v+ 58> 0:

(PyoHy) () := ToHy(x) + T Hi(x) + (N Hi) ().
Here

0 X* t k

(N Hy) () =) H(Rth — I Hy(x), D"P(x — -)),
k| <~y

where k& € N? and the derivative D* is in space.

Theorem 2.7 Let ¥ = (A, T,G) be a regularity structure with the minimal homogeneity
a. Let P be a O-regularising kernel on R?, let Z, be an abstract integration map and let
Z = (II,T, ¥) be a model realising P for Zy. Let v > 0, n < ~,n > —sg,7 > v — «. Then for
v,n ¢ N, P, maps D" into D¥" | and for any H € D" the following bound holds

P Hlll e S M by Wl |35 (U4 T+ 12 r)-
Furthermore, for every ¢ € [0, 7] one has
Rt(Pfy’th)(flf) = <Rth, P(LU - )>

Let Z :7(1:[, I',¥) be another model realising P for Zy, which satisfies the same assumptions,
and let P, be defined as above for this model. Then one has

WPy Pyl S I B i + 1 Z: Z

for all H € D" and H € D", Here, the proportionality constant depends on [[[H |||, T,
| H|l|+,nr and the norms on the models Z and Z.

Proof The required bounds on the components of (P, H;)(z) and (P, Hy)(y) =T}, (Py Hy) ()
as well as on the components of (P, H,)(x) — X%(P, ;H,)(z) with non-integer homogeneities,
can be obtained in exactly the same way as in [16, Prop. 6.16]. In the following we estimate
the elements of (P, H;)(x) — X% (P, sHs)(x) with integer homogeneities: We have the identity

(PyeHy) () = (S5Pa,s Ho) () =((NJ Hy) () — (SENT Ho) (7))
+ (T (He(x) — B3 Hy(2)))i-

We decompose J° as J% =37 -, jt?;c(") and N as N =37 NP where the nth term
in each sum is obtained by replacing P by P, in the expressions for J° and N$ respectively.

(NS H) (@) = 3 (ReH, — T Hy(2), D (&~ )

s

10



1
k!
Y (LQc(Hi(x) — T Hy(x), D Pz — -)).

" kl<¢<y

((E?N—?:s(n)ﬂsxx))k = <RsHs - HZHs(x>7 DkPn(LL’ - ))

(T (Hifr) — B H () = o

1
We first consider the case 27" < [t — s|* < 1|, s|o: by Theorem 2.5 we have for k| <~

k|46
|((N$,}(H)Ht)(af))k| < |t|707—*/2n(—*/+\k|) < Z It, s|7 |t — $|7 0 2"

5<0
where we used the fact that |, s|g ~ |t|o. The same bound also holds for ((Zf/\/’a’s(")Hs)(:)s))k.
Moreover, we obtain that

y—lk[+6

y=¢ _
(T (Hy() = SEH))l S 3 [t slge — s 750 20D < N g sfn e — s o0 27,

[k|<{<y <0

Regarding the corresponding term arising in (P, ,H;)(z) — (P,.H;)(z), we can use similar
arguments as in the proof of [16, Theorem 5.12].

1 .
s0 < 27" For this case we define

Now we consider the case [t — s

(e 7) (5, 9) = ALSIT)(Y),  Tiray sy = Ih,E0 = S0T8

Yy

for 7 € T. By [18, Remark 2.7] we know that the pair (I, T") is a model in the original sense
of [16, Def. 2.17]. By [18, Remark 2.13] RH(t,-) := R;H,(-) is the reconstruction operator for
the model (II,T"). One has the following identity:

(PyHi) () = (Z7Py s Ho) (2))i

1
:Etht — R H, — LS H(x) + IS Hy(x), DF P, (x — -))
B
7 (I, Q¢ (Hy(z) — S¥Hy(x)), D" Py(x — -)) =TV + T
<K

By the same argument as above we have

y=C -~ —|k|+d
THS Y Iesly e = s 20 S S Tt sl e — s 2,
c<|kl 6>0

where the sum runs over a finite number of exponents. In the following we consider T¥:
1. - - -
I TE| =7 (RH(t ) = RH(s, ) = sy Ho(2) (¢, ) + oy Hi(2)(s, ), D* Pl = 1))

=l ST (T Haoly) — T Hol@), 0 (6 (8) = 91t (), D Paf = ),

(s0,y)€AS,

where ‘P?sbf,y) is the basis introduced in [16, Section 3|, A3, = {2]3.:0 27" ke, ky € 2}, with

e; denoting the jth element of the canonical basis of R*. Here in the second equality we used
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[16, Theorem 3.23] and the proof of [16, Theorem 3.10]. By the definition of the model we have

‘<H(80,y)H80(y> - ﬁ(s,m)HS( ), 90(30 v) )| _‘< (s0,9) Hg,(y) — 1:[(807y)f‘(80 y),(s, m)HS( x), SO?;;Ey)ﬂ
m\s
Slso.sl0 > ll(s,2) = (so,)]17712

<~

‘lm

For (p° 1 (6)—@(er ) (5), D*P,(x—-)) we choose m large enough such that 27 < |t—s|% <27
In this case by a similar calculation as in the proof of [16, Theorem 3.10] we know that

[(Plani (1) = Py (5), D Palw = )| § 2M2 5 mrmani@ngim,

1
Furlthermore, |(<p(s(’iy)(t) - <p(80 »(5); D*P,(x—-))| = 0 unless |z —y| < 27" and |s — so|® A |t —
sol* S 27™.
Hence we obtain that

m

k| < 1: 3mo—3n n—"y —n(y—1) —mlsl iy, nlk|o—3" —rmaon(3+r) o0
ITH] S lim 2°"27%"¢, 5] > 2 9= "2 ~tmonlklg="3 —rmon(3+r) 9™

I<y

<3 n—y —m(y=1)g—Itmon|k|o(y—I-r)(m—n)
< lim [t s[5 2 2

I<y
5 Z |t7 8‘0_

>0

where the sum runs over a finite number of exponents and in the first inequality we used the fact
that |sg, s|g ~ |s,t|o and the factor 23™273" counts the number of non-zero terms appearing in
the sum over (sg,y) and in the third inequality we used r > v—a. Taking summation over n the
required bound follows. Regarding the corresponding term arising in (P, H;)(z) — (P,.H;)(x),
we can use similar arguments as in the proof of [16, Theorem 5.12]. O

2.2 N-S equation

In this subsection we apply the regularity structure theory to the 3D Navier-Stokes equations
on T? driven by space-time white noise. In this case we have the scaling s = (2,1, 1, 1), so that
the scaling dimension of space-time is 5. Since the heat kernel G is smooth on R*\{0} and has
the scaling property G(éz, £) = 6°G(t,z) for 6 > 0, by [16, Lemma 5.5] it can be decomposed
into K + R where K is a 2-regularising kernel and R € C*°

We know that the kernel P¥ i, j = 1,2, 3, for the Leray projection is smooth on R3\{0} and
has the scaling property P"(%) = 6P (x) for 6 > 0, by [16, Lemma 5.5] it can be decomposed
into P 4+ R ,i,j = 1,2,3, where P¥ is a O-regularising kernel on R? and Ry € C*®. Define

KU = K « PV,

By [20] we have K is of order —3, i.e. |D*Ki(2)| < C|z|ls> ™ for every z with ||z||s < 1
and every multi-index k. We also use D; K%, | = 1,2,3, to represent the derivative of K with
respect to the [-th space variable and D; K% is of order —4.

12



Consider the regularity structure generated by the stochastic N-S equation with § =

2, —? < a < —%. In the regularity structure we use symbol the =; to replace the driv-

ing noise . We introduce the integration map Z associated with K and the integration
map Z{ associated with P¥, which helps us to define K, and Pi. We also need the inte-
gration maps Iéf}c,i,il = 1,2,3,7Z, for a multiindex k, which represents integration against
DFpin i 4y = 1,2,3, DFK respectively. We recall the following notations from [16]: defining
a set F by postulating that {1,=;, X;} C F and whenever 7,7 € F, we have 77 € F and
Ié{k(T),Ik(T) € F; defining F, as the set of all elements 7 € F such that either 7 = 1 or
|7|s > 0 and such that, whenever 7 can be written as 7 = 7,75 we have either 7; = 1 or |1;|s > 0;
‘H,H denote the sets of finite linear combinations of all elements in F, F., respectively. Here
for each 7 € F a weight |7|, is obtained by setting |1|s = 0,

177|s = [7]s + |7]s,
for any two formal expressions 7 and 7 in F such that
Eil=a, |Xils=s5, |T(n)ls=I7ls+2~1kls, |Z55(T)ls = |7]s = [E]s.

To apply the regularity structure theory we write the equation as follows: for i =1,2,3

3
O} =vAvi + ) PUgh, divey =0,
v 1 (2.5)
o' =vAv' = 37 PUD[(0 + o) + o)), dive = 0.

i1,j=1

Then v; + v is the solution to the 3D Navier-Stokes equations driven by space-time white noise.
Now we consider the second equation in (2.5). Define for i, j,1; = 1,2, 3,

77 =171, 17 =11,

mg = {17 Iiil (Ei1)7 Ijjl (Ejl)vziil (Eil )Ijjl (Ej1)7 Ui? Uj’ Uin7Iii1 (Eil)Uj7 Uizjjl (Ej1)7 7:17 jl = 17 27 3}

Then we build subsets {Pi} >0, {Up}nso and {W, },>0 by the following algorithm: For 4, j =
1,2,3, set Wi =P, =Uy = @ and

Wi =W, u | QP Py,
Qemy
PTZL:{Xk}U{Izgl(T) T € ;'Ll_i2177;17i2:17273}7

u” = {IZ2(T> ‘T E :Ll—i2177;17i2 = 17273}7

and ,
Fre=(JwWivw,), Fi=JWiij=123.
n>0 i,j=1 n>0

13



Then Fr contains the elements required to describe both the solution and the terms in the
equation (2.5). We denote by Hp, Hj, 4,5 = 1,2,3, the set of finite linear combinations of
elements in Fr, F;, respectively.

Remark Here we construct Fr in a slightly different way from [16]. From (2.5) we observe
that the integration map Z7"' only acts on the elements belonging to Witi. The regularity

structure does not contain the elements belonging to I;“ (Wi2in) for (iy,7) # (i2, 1) and (i1,7) #
(71,172), which is enough for us to describe the solution and the equations.

Now we follow [16] to construct the structure group G. Define a linear projection operator
P, :H — H, by imposing that
Por=1, 7€F,, P1=0 1T€F\F,
and two linear maps A: H — H @ Hy and AT Hy — H, @ H, by
Al=1®1, ATl1=1®1,

AX,=X;®1+10X;, ATX;=X;1+1R® X,
AT =Z'®1,

and recursively by

A(r7) = (AT)(AT)
A(Zyr) = (I, @ I) AT + Z )l(—,l ® %(P+Ik+l+m7—)a
— 1! !
AT (17) = (ATT)(ATTF)
(—X)'
[!

A (L) = (I @Lir) + Y (PiLin ®
!
The above equalities still hold if Z is replaced by Zéj .

By using the theory of regularity structures (see [16, Section 8|) we can define a structure
group G of linear operators acting on Hp satisfying Definition 2.1 as follows: For group-like
elements g € H*, the dual of Hy, I'y: H — H,I'y7 = (I ® g)Ar. By [16, Theorem 8.24] we
construct the following regularity structure.

)AT.

Theorem 2.8 Let T = Hp with T, = ({1 € Fp : |7|s =7}), A= {|7|s : 7 € Fp} and let
GF be as above. Then Tp = (A, Hp, Gr) defines a regularity structure T. Furthermore, Z is
an abstract integration map of order 2. For every i,i; = 1,2, 3, Ié“ is an abstract integration
map of order 0.

Proof In our case, the nonlinearity is locally subcritical. (i) (ii) in Definition 2.1 can be checked
easily. (iii) in Definition 2.1 and the last results for Z and Z;" follow from the definitions of A
and I'y. O

We also endow Tp with a natural commutative product x by setting 7+7’ = 77/ for all basis
vectors 7, 7’.

14



Now we come to construct suitable models associated with the regularity structure above.
Given any continuous approximation &, to the driving noise &, we set for s,t € R, z,y € R3

(IEOTH (2,))(y) = K7  €8(1,y),

and recursively define
(IEI77) (y) = (IE07) (y) (ILE07) (),
(BE077) = (& 07)(S507), (TP 77) = (DG7)(TED7). (2.6)

zy zy
For Zt we define the actions of the maps (I1©), ) 326)) by (2.1) and (2.2). For Z3 we define

the actions of the maps (II9), T %)) by (2.3) and (2.4) with Z, and P replaced by Z and
P, By this we can extend (H 2 F(a), () to the whole H .

Proposition 2.9 (II® I'®) 3¢)) is a model for the regularity structure T constructed in
Theorem 2.8.

Proof As in the proof of Theorem 2.7 we introduce the following model

(HE? ) )( ) _ (Hgﬂa,s)zga,st)T)(y)’ f( ) _ P(a,t)Z(a,ts) _ Z(a,ts)r(a,s)

(t,2),(s,) Y Ty x zy

which is a model in the original sense of [16, Def 2.17]. We can easily check that (ﬁgz)m)IT)(S, Y)
and l—‘(m ) s LT coincide with the canonical model acting on Z7, which by [16, Prop. 8.27]

implies the analytic and algebraic relations of the model (II), ') for the element Z7. Since

(=97 (y) = (11

(t,x

Eg:s,ts F(€)

it r(e)
) )(tvy)v ng/ ) = F (t,x),(s,z)°

(t.2),(ty)’
the analytic and algebraic relations also holds for the model (I1¢), T'®) 3(®)) acting on the
element Z7. In the following we consider Iéj 7. The algebraic relations and the analytic bounds
for Hgf’t)Iéj and ngjt)léj can be checked easily by similar arguments as in the proof of [16,
Proposition 8.27]. In the following we will prove the bound on Z(a)Iéj . For 7 € T}, k < [ such
that k£ ¢ N, (2.3) yields

g g L
=T e = 125 (S5 7) [k < IS5 7k S| — 7
For k € N3, by (2.4) we have the identity

(ST = ((TESE — 569 T0,)7).

t,x—x

Here and in the following we omit superscript for J°, 7, and P for simplicity. We decompose
T as T =35 \7&("), where the nth term in each sum is obtained by replacing P by P, in
the expressions for J°. Moreover, for 7 € Tj

1

(th(,)g’p(n)Zg(:’tS)T)k _ H Z <H§f’t) chée,ts)ﬂ kan(x _ )>’

" kl<¢<y
1 _
(Ef’ts)@%”)ﬂk = E(HEEE’S)T, D*P,(z —-)).
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We first consider the case 27" < |t — s|2: by Definition 2.2 we have
[ P B e LD DIUEE e e
|k|<¢<l 0<0

and & . L= |k|+8 s
(D TEI T S 22T Sy e —s| e 2

§5<0
For the case that |t — s|z2 < 27" we have

(Toa ST = (BE T

1 _ 1 _
== MEVQ RS DEP, (1 — ) + E(Hf’ﬂzﬁf’“)r — &7, DEP,(z — -))
" C<IK| '
=:TF+ 1Ty

For T we have
TH S Y 2 s — 13 S Y e s o2
¢<|k| 6>0
where the sum runs over a finite number of exponents. In the following we consider T
1

T3] =5 (s 7(t ) = sy (s, ), D P =)
1 ) o .
= m Y (Mm@ ) () — 9, (), D Pala = )]
(s0,y)EAS,
< lim 93mo—3no— "4 —lmon|k|g— 25 —rmon(3+r)gm
m—roo
< lim 27 imoniklg=rm=n)
m—roo
<SS s
6>0

where the sum runs over a finite number of exponents and in the first inequality we used similar
arguments as in the proof of Theorem 2.7 and the factor 23273" counts the number of non-zero
terms appearing in the sum over (sg,y) and in the last inequality we choose m large enough
such that 2=™ < |t — s|2. Taking the sum over n we obtain the desired bounds for |5 Zy7 |,
and the result follows. O

Definition 2.10 A model (II,T', ¥) for T is admissible if it satisfies (2.6) and furthermore
realizes K, P i, j = 1,2,3, for Z,Z; respectively. We denote by Mp the set of admissible
models.

Set
(LT E), T BT (5,), T (T7% (3,), T (0 (2,4 (3,.)), T (55 (5,),
T (T2, T (25), (2 (20,) P (), T (V2,1 (20 PP (2,
T (T2 (20, T (Z0 )T (T2 (23,) T (20)), T (TR (T2 (23T (20,) T (20) TP (E,),
I (T (T2 (2,) T (Br, ) T2 (E0,)) TP (ES), LT (B3 T (E))),
i>j> k> la 7;17 2.27 i3aj1>j2> ]{51, ll> l2 = ]-7 2a 3}7
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and
‘F* = {Ilk(Ek)vz]Zgu (Ii1i2 (512)Ikk1 (Ekl))"zjjl (Ejl)7 i7 ka 7;17 7:27.].7.].17 kl = 17 27 3}

To make our paper more readable we use the tree notation from [16] to explain the complicated
elements in Fy. However, unlike as in the ®3 case, the solution to the stochastic N-S equation is
vector valued and there are a lot of superscripts and subscripts for the elements in Fy, which will
not be noticeable in the tree notation. The tree notation only helps us to make the complicated
notation clearer.

For = we simply draw a dot. The integration map Z% is then represented by a downfacing
line while the integration map ZyZ; is then represented by a downfacing dotted line. The
integration map Z; is represented by < . The multiplication of symbols is obtained by joining
them at the root.

N \%
f0:{1>lava\§/> /a\éa\/\/7§>¥}>
V
{17}
We choose a € (—33 —g) and the reason for a > _E is that this is precisely the value of o at

v
which the homogeneity of the term Z;(7)Z(Z) vanishes for 7 = 2

Then Fy C Fr contains every 7 € Fp with |7|s < 0 and for every 7 € Fy, A1 € (Fo) ®
(Alg(F.)). Here (Fy) denotes the linear span of Fy and Alg(F,) denotes the set of all elements
in F, of the form X*[] Ii_mﬁ for some multiindices £ and [; such that |Ii_i17‘,~|5 > 0 and
Ti - f e

As mentioned in the introduction, we should do renormalisations for the model (II¢, I'?, )
built from & such that it converges as £, — £ in a suitable sense. In the theory of regularity
structure, this has been transferred to find a sequence of M. belonging to the renormalisation
group R defined in [16, Definition 8.43] such that M_(II%, 1'%, 3¢) converges to a finite limit. In
the following we use the notations and definitions in [16, Section 8.3] and follow Hairer’s idea
to define M. We also use the tree notation as above to make it clearer.
For constants Cii, 55,5 O kit Conviaisktatt g Citviaktattstaggns & 5 Ko L i, s, s by s b =

1,2, 3, we define a linear map M on (Fy) by

1,i1,02

M(T™(2:)T7 () = T (50)T7 (E5) = Gy
MYV =V _cL

“1.7]1

M(Z (T2 (25,)T™ (ukl))l-ljjl (T992(2,) T (2,)))

:Iliil (:Zili2 (EZ2 )Ikkl (Ekl ))‘,Z’.ljjl (Ij1j2 (Ej2 )Illl (Ell )) Czuzg]jljgkkllll 1>
LSS %
M = - ii1i2jj1j2kk1lll]"
M(Z™ (T (T (24,) T (B, )T (B0)) TP (B5,))
:Il,wl (Ii:l " (IZQZS (EZS )Ikkl (Ekl ))Illl (Ell ))Ijjl ( ) Cllllzlgkklllljjl 1
V, V,
s/ 3
MY = - CiiliQiskklllljhl’
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M(Z]" (T (T2 (2) T (B )T (B0)) T (24)
=T, (T, (T (Z0) T (E,)) T2 (20)) TP (55) - C; 1

ii1iokkyllylagj1

(2.7)

as well as M(7) = 7 for the remaining basis vectors in Fy. Here we omit the tree notation for
the last one since it is the same as the one including C3. We claim that for any 7 € F,

AMr = (M1)®1. (2.8)

Since 7 satisfies M7 = 7 — C1 for any 7 € JFy, it is easy to check that (2.8) holds. Here for the
definitions of AM A, M, AM we refer to [16, Section 8.3].

For 7= i, we have

A+\z: \z®1+1® 3

N N N\ N\ AN
(AMA® M)AT | = 1 ®14+1® |,
It follows that

For 7 = Z;" (1)), where 7, = " i,i; = 1,2,3, we have
AT (1) =4 (n) @ 1+ 11" ().

(AMA® M)A (1) =" (n) @ 1 + 1 @ I, (1),
which implies that o B
AT () = T (m) 911

As a consequence of this expression, M belongs to the renormalisation group Ry defined in [16,
Definition 8.43]. Then similar as in [16, Theorem 8.46] we can define (IT™, '™ ¥M) and it is
an admissible model for T on (Fy). Furthermore, it extends uniquely to an admissible model
for all of Tp. By (2.8) we also have

My =1, Mr.

Now we lift the equation onto the abstract regularity structure. First, we define for any
ag < 0 and compact set R the norm

|£|a0;‘ﬁ = sup Hgltstao;iRa
seR

and we denote by C20 the intersections of the completions of smooth functions under | - 4,0
for all compact sets fA.

Since a < —g, Theorem 2.5 does not apply to R*Z; directly, where Rt : R x R — R
is given by R*(t,z) = 1 for ¢t > 0 and R*(¢,z) = 0 otherwise. To define the reconstruction
operator for R*Z; by hand, we need the following results, which can be proved by similar
arguments as in [16, Proposition 9.5] and using Lemma 3.6 below.

Proposition 2.11  Let & = (£',£2,€%), with £, = 1,2, 3 being independent white noises
on R x T3, which we extend periodically to R*. Let p : R* — R be a smooth compactly

18



supported function with Lebesgue integral equal to 1, set p.(t,z) = ¢ °p(%, %) and define
& = p.x & Then for every i,i; = 1,2,3, K% x " € C(R,C*™(R?)) almost surely and for
every i,ig, i1, J, j1 = 1,2,3, Dj K0 (K™ % £ o K1 % £91) = lim,_,0 D; K s (K" % £ K371 % £I1)
in C(R,C?**™(R3)) almost surely. Moreover, for every compact set R C R* and every 0 < 6 <
- — g we have

Bl — &lam S €°
Finally for every 0 < k < —av — g, we have the bound

E sup |[K™ 5 (t,) = K™ % & (t,)lare S "

te[0,1]
E sup ||[DjK™ % (K" % " o K7 5 &) — DK™ 5 (K™ % £ K7 5% €01 ||gags S €F
te[0,1]

Now we reformulate the fixed point map as

3
Z 73“1 + Rm R)(K5y + R/R)RTZ;,

nt \ (2.9)

3
-3 § : (P + Rt R)((DK)5 + (D;R),R)RY (u wul) + v + 3 Gt

i1=1

Here for j = 1,2, 3, K5 and (D,K)5 are the continuous linear operators obtained by Theorem 2.6
associated with the kernel K and D; K respectively, while for 7,4, = 1,2, 3, P¥"* is the continuous
linear operators obtained by Theorem 2.7 associated with the kernel P¥, for f: (0,7] — C*

=y Xk/ DR,y (z — ), fs)ds

K]s <~

(R f)ur) = 3 T ADHEE) @ ), iy

[Fo|s<vy

Guo(z) = Y %Dk(P s« Gug) (2),

[kls <y

where v, will be chosen below. We also use that [ K(z —y)D;f(y)dy = [ D;K(x —y)f(y)dy
and define RRTZ as the distribution £1,0.
We consider the second equation in (2.9): Define

Vi= GB“ = 11“1 (?—[“J) ® span{Z™(Z;,),i1 = 1,2,3} & T,
V=VxVixV?
For v > 0,n € R we also define
DV =DV x DTI(V?) x DIV,

(D%n)i% — DV ¢ DV ¢ DY
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Lemma 2.12 For v > |a+2| and —1 < < a + 2, the map u — u'u’ is locally Lipschitz
continuous from D77(V) into DY +at22n,

Proof This is a consequence of [16, Proposition 6.12, Proposition 6.15]. 0

Now for 7,7 as in Lemma 2.12 and uj} € C"(R?),i; = 1,2,3, periodic, we have Py €
C"(R*),i,i, = 1,2,3 (see Lemma 3.6), which by [16, Lemma 7.5] implies that Gu €
DY g.4; = 1,2,3. By Proposition 2.11 and [16, Remark 6.17] we also have that vi € D"
for i = 1,2,3. Now we can apply a fixed point argument in (D?")3 to obtain existence and
uniqueness of local solutions to (2.9).

Proposition 2.13 Let Tp be the regularity structure from Theorem 2.8 associated to the
13 _5

stochastic N-S equation driven by space-time white noise with o € (—g, —5). Let n € (=1, a+
2l la+2] < v <n—a, u € C"R?), periodic and let Z = (II,T',X) € Mp be an admissible
model for T with the additional properties that for i, 49,1, 7, 51 = 1,2, 3, £ := RZ? belongs to
Co and that K x 1 € C(R,C"), D; K % (K™ x &1 o KI5 &) € C(R,C%**5). Then there
exists a maximal solution S* € (D7) to the equation (2.9).

Proof Consider the second equation in (2.9). We have that u takes values in a sector of
regularity ¢ = o + 2 and w'u?,i,j = 1,2,3, takes value in a sector of regularity { = 2a + 4
satisfying ¢ < (+ 1. Fornand ywe have n =2npand vy >3 =~v+a+2> 0,5 < n+2
and ¥ +1 > ~. By Lemma 2.12 for ¢,j = 1,2,3, u'v’ is locally Lipschitz continuous from
DY(V) to D1, Then n < (A C)+ 1 and (7 A ¢) + 2 > 0 are satisfied by our assumptions.
We consider a fixed model. Denote by M (u) the right hand side of the second equation in
(2.9). By Theorems 2.6, 2.7, [16, Theorem 7.1, Lemma 7.3] and local Lipschitz continuity of

u — u'u’ we obtain that there exists x > 0 such that for every R > 0

3 3
DM () = M@l ST Mllue? =@ |l g
i=1

ij=1
3
ST Z e = @*{lly e
i=1

uniformly over T' € [0,1] and over all u,@ such that |||u’ |||,z + ||| @||ypr < R. Then we
obtain local existence and uniqueness of the solutions by similar arguments as in the proof of
[16, Theorem 7.8]. Here we consider vector valued solutions and the corresponding norm is
the sum of the norm for each component. To extend this local map up to the first time where
Z?:l | (Ru?) (¢, -)|l, blows up, we write u = vy + vg + v3 with vy in (2.9) and

vy =T7" (o7 % o)),
vy =T;" [(v5 + v5') * (0§ + v})
3
(v 0y o] + ot x (v +3)] + ) Gy,
i1=1

where 7" = —1 Zi’hjzl(ﬁﬁl + RYLR)(D;K)5 + (D;R),R). In this case v} takes values in a

0,y
function-like sector of regularity 3a + 8 and we can use similar arguments as in the proof of
[16, Proposition 7.11] to conclude the results. O
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Remark 2.14 Here the lower bound for 7 is —1, which seems to be optimal by the theory of
regularity structures. The reason for this is as follows: the nonlinear term always contains v v
and thus 77 < 2n which should be larger than —2 required by [16, Theorem 7.8]. As a result,
n>—1.

Set O := [—1,2] x R3. Given a model Z = (I, T, %) for T, a periodic initial condition
ug € (C")3, and some cut-off value L > 0, we denote by u = St (ug, Z) € (D"")? and T =
TE(ug, Z) € Ry U {+oc} the (unique) modelled distribution and time such that (2.9) holds on
0, T, such that ||(Ru)(t,-)|, < L for t < T, and such that ||[(Ru)(t,-)||, > L for ¢ > T". Then
by [16, Corollary 7.12] we obtain the following result.

Proposition 2.15 Let L > 0 be fixed. In the setting of Proposition 2.13, for every ¢ > 0
and C' > 0 there exists § > 0 such that setting T'= 1 A T*(ug, Z) A T (tg, Z) we have

HSL(UOa Z) — SL(aoa Z)H%n;T S e,

for all wg, tg, Z, Z provided that || Z]||,.r < C, N1 Zllyr < C, luolly, < L/2, ||l < L/2, ||lug —
tolly <6, and [|Z; Z|||,;r < 6 and

3
[€laso + 1€lao < C, Y sup [ EM)(8, )y + (KD % E0)(t, )] < C,

iii=1 te(0,1]

3
sup Y [IIDGE e (K€ o K )| 4 || DK (K x EMEP 5 EM)|] < C.

€01 4o iy jjr=1

as well as
3
€= Elao <0, D sup [[(K™ % &m)(t,) — (K™ = &)(L, )], < 6,
iin=1 t€l01]
3
Sl[lp] Z HDjKioi * (Kii1 " £i1 o Kt 4 é‘jl) _ DjKioi * (Kiil " gthh * gjl)Hn <4
tefo,1

1,30,11,5,J1=1
where £ = R=" and R is the reconstruction operator associated to Z.
As in [16, Section 9] we now identify solutions corresponding to a model that has been

renormalised by M with classical solutions to a modified equation.

Proposition 2.16  Given a continuous periodic vector & = (£!,€2,¢£3), denote by Z. =
(IT), T 33(9)) the associated canonical model realising 5 given in Proposition 2.9. Let M be
the renormalisation map defined in (2.7). Then for every L > 0 and periodic uy € C7(R3; R3),
u. = RS (ug, Z.) satisfies the following equation on [0, 7" (ug, Z.)] in the mild sense:

1
O = Au, — §Pdiv(uE ®u.) + P&, divu. =0, u.(0)= Puy.

Furthermore, u = RS (ug, M Z.) also satisfies the same equation on [0, T*(ug, M Z.)] in the
mild sense.
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Proof We follow a similar argument as in the proof of [16, Proposition 9.4].
For i = 1,2, 3, the solution ' to the abstract fixed point map can be expanded as

k1))

3 3 3
CEY TNy 3 DEREPEN g S @)
i1=1 Jyi1,82,71=1 1=1
1 S ) 1 3 o
—3 2 LN@RED Y TG EEITE)TME
Jyi1,02=1 11,42,13,7,71,k,k1=1

+ i Z Im (1'2112 (%2)2’“'{1 (Iklkz( )_’Z'le( ))) + pu.

ie.
3
7 T 1\/ i 1 \ 7
= — — i 1—- fpt
u S+ 22 ©
i1=1
3
I N 1y 1Y
—32 Py

Here every component of p, has homogeneity strictly greater than 3o + 8. Then we have

3
i,,] 1 % i1t (= 1 1 1
de =2 Y IR E) TN E)T (T (E)T (EL)
11,12,J1,J2,k,k1,0,l1=1
1 3 1 3 -
—3 2 WEMEITNE -3¢ > BTREITNE)
11,12,k k1=1 71,72,k k1=1
] 3 ) 3
+o' =5 DL LMEEIT™ETNE) + ¢ ) T E)
11,i2,51,k,k1=1 J1=1
1 3 ) 1 & )
- > Ii“(Ikkl(Ekl))w”IJ”(Eﬁ)—5 > LTR(EL)) TN E))
i1,71,k,k1=1 11,i2,71,k=1
3
1 .
Y @RI EITE )TN E) T E,)
21,742,7437l7l17k,k1,]1 1
3
1 L
1Y TIRE)TR @R (EDTE))TE)
i1,12,k,k1,k2,0,l1,51=1
3 3
1 1 S ) | T [
—3 Y WERE)IMENINE) + Y PTE)
i1,71,72,k,k1=1 i1=1
1 3 y 1 3 .
—3 2 WINE)STNED -y 3 TNEREL)TE)
i1,71,k,k1=1 i1,J1,J2,k=1
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Y I @R @) E) T E)T E)
i1,J1,J2,33,0,01,k,k1=1
3
1 o )
1Y @REITNEREDTE))NTNE)

i1,j17j271711,k k1,ka=1

+ Z 1'“1 =iy Iﬂl(uﬂ)“_pFa

11,51=1
1.e.
s ANV o1V 1Y
u'u) =— — — - =
1 p P T ¥
, 1V : 3 \,/ 18 \./ i
i _ = 2 B o B
+' = Vet =S 5>, ¥
i1=1 k=1
1% 1v o1 1< 1= N
v __V il _ = /1 / Lk
10T g~ T¥ QZ 14 2Z 14
Jji=1 k=1
17N vy
4 4 pF?

where pp has strictly positive homogeneity. Moreover, we have

3 3
Rim ok 3 DR U ) e K e

11,12,7,J1=1 i1=1

where R is the reconstruction operator associated with Z.. Since AM7 = M7 ® 1, one has
the identity (I2"®7)(2) = (I M7)(z). It follows that for the reconstruction operator RM

associated with M Z.

3
RM (u'u?) =Ru'Ru’ — ! E C2 g
- 4 iiriogjrjekkilly “1)]1
i17’i27j1,j2,k7k1,l,l1:1 7/17.71 1
3 3
L E c3 L g ct
- Z ti1i2i3ll1kk1jj1 Z ii1i2ll1kk1kajj
i1,12,i3,k,k1,l,01,51=1 i1,12,k,k1,k2,l,01,j1=1
3 3
L c3 L E c?
- Z Z Ji1jegsllikkyiin Z Jirgellikkykaiiy >
i1,k,k1,0,0,51,52,3=1 i1,k,k1,k2,0,01,91,J2=1
. . t . .
which together with the fact that fo [ D;G(t — s,z — y)dyds = 0 implies the results. O

Now we follow [16, Section 10] to show that if & — & with Z. denoting the corresponding
model, then one can find a sequence M, € Ry such that M, Z, — Z.

Theorem 2.17 Let T be the regularity structure associated to the stochastic N-S equation
driven by space-time white noise for § = 2,a € (—5, ——) let & = p. % € be as in Proposition

2.11, p. symmetric in the sense that p.(t,z) = p.(t, —:B) and let Z. be the associated canonical
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model and M. be a sequence of renormalisation linear maps defined in (2.7) corresponding to
Cle, C2¢, 03, 0%, which will be defined in the proof. Set Z. = M.Z.. Then, there exists a
random model Z independent of the choice of the mollifier p and M. € Ry such that M.Z. — 7
in probability.

More precisely, for any 6 < —g — «, any compact set R and any v < r we have

E | M.Z.; ZH'%?‘ N 50a

uniformly over ¢ € (0, 1].

Proof By [16, Theorem 10.7] and [18, Theorem 6.1], it is sufficient to prove that for 7 € F with
I7]s < 0, any test function ¢ € B, and every = € R, ¢t € [0,T], there exist random variables
It 7(¢) such that for k£ > 0 small enough

E|(Tr)(@3)|* S At (2.10)
and such that for some 0 < 6 < —g -,
B|({TLr — TE07) ()2 S e A2, (2.11)

Since the map ¢ — (IL,7)(y) is linear, we can find some functions WER 7 with (WER ) (¢, 2) e
L*(R x T?)®* where (t,r) € R* and such that

(507 (0) = Y Ll [ o) OVERT) (8, y)dy ),
<7l (/ )

where ||7{| denotes the number of occurrences of = in the expression 7 and [}, is defined as in [16,
Section 10.1]. To obtain (2.10) and (2.11) it is sufficient to find functions W*)7 € L?(R x T?)®*k,

define
= 3 ([ ewsovn ),

k<l

and estimate the terms [((WER)T) (8, 1), WERT)(E, 7)) | and [((OWVERT)(t, ), (SWVER) )( ),
where {5, },crs is the unitary operators associated with translation invariance and SWER) 7 =
WER L _ Wk 7,
For T =T"(Z;),i,4 = 1,2, 3, it is easy to conclude that (2.10), (2.11) hold in this case.
For 7 = 7" (= 1)Ijj (_31) i,11,7,71 = 1,2,3, we have

&7 / K" (t — s,y — y1)&2 (s, y1)dsdy, / K (t = s,y — y1)&0 (s, y0)dys — Ciy-

If we choose C)° . = (K Ki1) with K. = p. * K, we have

11571
97 (y) = /Kul(t — 51,y = y) K7t = 59,y — 12)E0 (51, 91) © €2 (5, yo ) ds1dyrdsadys,
so that ﬂgf’t)r(y) belongs to the homogeneous chaos of order 2 with
(WEDT) (8,55 21, 20) = KUt = s1,y — 1) KD (= 52,9 — 1),
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for z; = (s4,v:),4 = 1,2. Since for 4,5 = 1,2,3, K% is of order —3, applying [16, Lemma 10.14]
we deduce that

(V) (L), WET) (8, 9))] < Jy — 9172
holds uniformly over ¢ € (0, 1]. Hence we can choose
W) (y; 21, 22) = K" (t — 5,y — 21) KV (t — 5,y — 29),
and we use it to define (ﬂﬁcT)(w) In the same way, it is straightforward to obtain an analogous
bound on (W®)(7), which implies that (2.10) holds in this case. So it remains to find similar

bounds for (IWE7) = (WER ) — W 7). Similarly, by [16, Lemma 10.17] we have for
0<k+60<—-202a+5)

[(OVET)(t, ), (SWEDT) ()| S €y — 917>,
holds uniformly over ¢ € (0, 1]. Then we obtain the bound
[ [ 9@ @ @) ), W) b, ) dydg] S X,

which implies (2.11) holds in this case.
For 7 = IJZ-“ (Iiliz (Ei2)Ijj1 (Ej1)>, ’i, il, ig,j,jl = 1, 2, 3, we have

(W(S;Z)T)(t, Y; z1, 22) = /DjKiil(t —S0,Y — yo)Kém(zo - Zl)ngl(ZO - Zz)dzm

for z9 = (s, yo). Then by [16, Lemma 10.14] we obtain that for any 6 > 0

[(OVEDT) (8, ), W) (8 9] S ly — 317

holds uniformly over e € (0, 1], which implies the bound

| / / P )@ (VD) (), V)t 5))dydg) S A~ / ly — g dydg

[yl <A lgl<A
5)\—3/ |y|_5dy S )\—6 5 )\n+2(2o¢+5)’
ly|<2X
for 0 < Kk + 6 < —2(2a + 5). Hence we can choose
WOt y; 21, 25) = /DJ»K”1 (t — 50,y — yo) K" (20 — 21) K% (29 — 22)d 2,

and deduce easily that (2.10) holds for 7 = I”l (Z%2(Z;,)Z9(Z;,)). Similarly for 0 < k+d+6 <
—2(2a.+ 5) we have that the bound

[ [ 9@ @ @) ), W) ) dydg] S X,
holds uniformly over & € (0, 1], which also implies that (2.11) holds for 7 = Z:" (Z"%2(Z,,) T/ (Z,)).
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For 7 = Z;(Z""2(Z;,)Z%7*(Z;,)) the same argument also implies (2.10) and (2.11) hold in this
case.

DK, where for simplicity we write K = K, D; K" = DK and we do not make a difference
between the graphs associated with different K%, since they have the same order. In the graphs
below we also omit the dependence on ¢ if there’s no confusion. We also use the convention
that if a vertex is drawn in grey, then the corresponding variable is integrated out. We also use
0 to reprensent (t,0) in the graph for simplicity

For 7 = T, (T* (2, T (Z;,), i, i1, k, k1, 4, 71 = 1,2, 3 we have

Vs
(W(a;2)7)(z) — \rz - ZI %0

Defining kernels Q°, P° by

PEO(Z— Z) = NN, 2(27 Z) = Fee LI S

for z = (t,y) and z = (¢,y) and we have

WEDr(2), WD () =Pz - 26000 2),
where for any function ) of two variables we have set

39Q(2,2) = Q(2,2) — Q(2,0) — Q(0,2) + Q(0,0).
It follows from [16, Lemma 10.14, Lemma 10.17] that for every 6 > 0 we have
Q2(2) = Q2O S =070, 1P ()] S Ml=l:
As a consequence we have the desired a priori bounds for W27 namely for every § > 0
(VEIT)(2), WEIT)(2)) Sy — 917y — 9l + [y + [g')

holds uniformly over ¢ € (0,1]. As previously, we define W®7 like WED T, but with K.
replaced by K. Moreover, we use ~~ to represent the kernel X' — K., and we have

Y, % \ I

(5W(E;2)T)(Z) _ (¢ - 0§ Iz )+ w0552
By a similar calculation as above we obtain the following bounds

(SWEDT)(2), (SWEDT)(2)) Se¥ly — gl (Jy — g1 270 + |y =200 + |g| %)
+ ey — g7 2 (ly — g 0+ 0+ g,

which is valid uniformly over € € (0, 1], provided that § < 1,5 > 0. Here we used [16, Lemma
10.17]. We come to WE97 and have

€

e = Vo T

z 0
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Since K is symmetric and DK is anti-symmetric with respect to the space variable, we conclude

that
vV _o

which implies the following

W) () = - L,

By [16, Lemma 10.14, Lemma 10.17] we have that for every 6 > 0
(OVEIT) ()] < Jyl™,

holds uniformly over € € (0,1]. Similar bounds also hold for (6WEO ). Then we can easily
conclude that (2.10) (2.11) hold for 7 = T,/ (Z*1(Z4, )T/ (25,).
For 7 = )Y (Z%2(2,)) TV (Z;,), iyi1,i2,k,j,51 = 1,2,3, we can prove similar bounds as
above, since in this case we also have
Voo

g \%
For 7 = T, (T%2(Z,,)IF (B4, )TN (Z),) = 7, 441,00,k k1, 7,51 = 1,2,3, we have the

following identities

Then
(WEIT(2), W (7)) =P (2 — 2)Q-(2 — 2),

for z = (t,y) and z = (¢,y), where

Q L Z Zoe <>......,.z ;} _o

By [16, Lemmas 10.14 and 10.17] for every 6 > 0 we obtain the bound
Q-(z=2)| Sy —al™,
which implies that A )
(VED2(2), WER7(2)] Sy — 717,

holds uniformly over ¢ € (0,1]. As previously, we define W® 7 like WEST, but with K.
replaced by K. Then 6W3) 7 can be bounded in a manner similar as before. Now for W+

we have
WEIT)(2) = (RiLe) * K1) (2),
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where L.(z) = v and (R L. = [L.(x — (0))dz for ¢ smooth with compact
support. It follows from [16, Lemma 10.16] that the bound

(O T)(2), WEYT) ()] Sy — 9l

holds uniformly for ¢ € (0,1]. Similarly, this bound also holds for (Wéa;l)f)(z). Again,

5VAVZ-(E;1)7‘,2' = 1,2 can be bounded in a manner similar as before. Then we can easily con-
clude that (2.10), (2.11) hold for 7 = Z; (T%(Z,,)I% (2, )T (Z5,).

§ vy .
For 7 = T (T4 (2,,)T%1 (2,)) T (T (2,) T (2,)) = iy da, bk, i g bl =

1,2, 3, we have the 1dent1tles

WEIT)(2) = ¥

Z.:,.<>...$

(VD)) () =
for z = (t,y),z2 = (t,y). Then we obtain the bound for every § > 0
[(OVEIT) (), WEIT) ()] Sy — 31~

z

Similarly, we obtain
[{(EWEIT)(2), (WEIT)(2))| S ¥y — 57>
holds uniformly for e € (0, 1], provided ¢ < 1.
For (W2 7)(z), we have the identity

4

WEDT)(2) =Y W 7)(2).

i=1
N
W) = v
Other terms can be obtained by changing the position for i1,k or j;,l. Since the estimates

are similar, we omit them here. We also use the notation ~— for ||z — Z||$1._z,<c for a
constant C'. We obtain that for 6 > 0, z = (t,y),z = (t,9)

<. <.>¥

holds uniformly for e € (0, 1], where we used Young’s inequality in the first inequality. Similarly,
we have

(W7 (2), (W) (2))] S ¥y — 772,
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provided 0 < 1. Now for WE9 we have

A PPN
WEIT)(2) = %+ % = Ok
Hence we choose
Cotngiiba = %+

and also in this case (2.10), (2.11) follow.

S

For 7 = "Zl“1 (Ilili2 (_’Z‘izi3 (Ei3 )Ikkl (Ekl ))Illl (Ell ))Ijjl (Ejl) =
1,2, 3, we have the following identities:

) i7i17i27i37j7j17k7k1717l1 =

5 5
WEDT)(2) =Y VD7) (2) = D ISP 7)(2) — WED7)(2)],
i=1 i=1
where
WP = ¢ - AT = ol Tl
WPz = & - = ONGT)(2) = 0 ,
4 .
k,

W57)(2) = OV57) (2) — (W55

Now for WEAT we have
<VAV(<'-:;4)7_(Z)7 W(534)7—(2)> = Pao(z — 2)5(2)Q2(zv 2)7

for z = (t,y),z = (t,y), where

Qzz)= )



By [16, Lemmas 10.14, 10.16 and 10.17] for every 6 > 0 we have that the bound
(WEVT(2), WEIT(2)] S Jy = 91y = 91" + [y + (91 )
holds uniformly for e € (0, 1], and that

(WG (2) = WP 7(2), WS 7(2) — WS (2))]

§|y — gﬂ 1\<K’“’“1 * RlL; * DK“l(z — ~) — Kk Rng * DK“l((t,O) — -),
KM s RIL« DK™ (2 — ) — KM« R L« DK™ ((t,9) — -))|

Sly—9 " (y =91 + |yl + (g 0)

~ o

holds uniformly for e € (0,1], where L!(z) = ¥ . Then define Wz, Wi(z)T,i =1,2,in a
similar way as before. Similarly, these bounds also hold for (W{"?7)(z). Again, OWED T
SWEHr i = 1,2 can be bounded in a manner similar as before. For W7 we have

WEP7)(2) = (RiLY) % L2)(2),

?\ Y
where L1(z) = ¥ | [%(z) = ¥ . It follows from [16, Lemma 10.16] that for every & > 0, the
bound

(OV) (=), VTP )@ <y — o1
holds uniformly for € € (0, 1]. Moreover, for W32’ 7 we have for every 6 € (0,1)

OV 7)(2), WEPT)(2))] = |- e,
0-..“, """" »0 O, ...__,-0
s - Z/ \ .= 5 |y|_6|ﬂ|_‘5 + |ﬂ|_6,

where we used Young’s inequality. Again, 5W§6;2)T, can be bounded in a manner similar as
before. For W57 we have that for § > 0

1]
(VD7) (2), WP T)(2))] = *Setod—Et?
]
< F (2] z 4+ “ z
5|y_g|—5’
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holds uniformly for ¢ € (0, 1], where we used Young’s inequality. For ¢ € (0,1) we have that

Ze ’ E - z
(OVE"T) (=), W) ()] = "ot

Ze _: _. Ze _E "
< Decnddunel n 0 gt Yo ol

Zof 2] (—1-0 | »ol) Z —v
< 0..? ...... + 0 ¥ T orre 0

N I e L Bl

_I_ O.(. ...... ; + 004 ------ E—[ 1 _ o ,.0

Slyl™ + a1,

holds uniformly for € € (0, 1], where we used Young’s inequality for each inequality. Similarly,
these bounds also hold for (Wéa;z)T)(z). Again, defining Wi@)T,i = 4,5, similarly as before and
5Wi(€;2)7',i = 4,5 can be bounded in a manner similar as before.

We now turn to W0+

2 2
(W(e;O)T) (Z) N Z(WZ(EYO)T)(Z) - Z[(WZ(?O)T)(Z) - (WZ(SYO)T)( )] Cz?)zfzzzgkkﬂh]ha
=1 i=1
where
(OISR § (R i

/v AP
D)) = N M) = o RE

we choose C>° = WEY7)(2) + (WEDT)(2). By [16, Lemma 10.16] we have that for

tiriiskkillijjns —
every 0 > 0,7 =1,2,

(V7)) S Lyl

holds uniformly for € € (0,1]. Similarly as before, we obtain the bounds for 5Wi(25 97 Then

(2.10), (2.11) also follow in this case.
\4
For = T (T (T2 (2, )T (24, ) T2 (20,) )T (B5,) = 7, dyinyia, b by, Lo, Ky ke, Gy =
1,2, 3, we have similar bounds as above with

ot

diviskkllilojjn —

O
Now combining Theorem 2.17 and Propositions 2.13 and 2.15, we conclude Theorem 1.1
easily.

31



3 N-S equation by paracontrolled distributions

3.1 Besov spaces and paraproduct

In the following we recall the definitions and some properties of Besov spaces and paraproducts.
For a general introduction to these theories we refer to [1], [12]. Here the notations are different
from the previous section.

First, we introduce the following notations. The space of real valued infinitely differentiable
functions of compact support is denoted by D(R?) or D. The space of Schwartz functions is
denoted by S(R?). Tts dual, the space of tempered distributions is denoted by &'(R%). If u is a
vector of n tempered distributions on RY, then we write u € S'(R%, R"). The Fourier transform
and the inverse Fourier transform are denoted by F and F .

Let x, 0 € D be nonnegative radial functions on R?, such that

i. the support of x is contained in a ball and the support of # is contained in an annulus;

i x(z) + ZJ.ZOH(Q_J'Z)': 1 for all z € R%. | |

iii. supp(x)Nsupp(6(277-)) = 0 for j > 1 and supp(#(2~"))Nsupp(6(277-)) = 0 for [i—j| > 1.

We call such a pair (x, 0) a dyadic partition of unity, and for the existence of dyadic partitions
of unity we refer to [1, Proposition 2.10]. The Littlewood-Paley blocks are now defined as

A ju=F ' (xFu) Aju=F0(27)Fu).

For o € R, the Holder-Besov space C* is given by C* = Bg“om(]Rd, R™), where for p, g € [1, 0]
we define

n

By (RLRY) = {u= (u', o) € SRLRY) ¢ [lullg, = S( 3 @A, ul|10)) 7 < o},

i=1 j>-1

with the usual interpretation as the [*-norm in case ¢ = co. We write || - ||, instead of || - || o __-

We point out that everything above and everything that follows can be applied to distribu-
tions on the torus. More precisely, let D'(T¢) be the space of distributions on T?. Therefore,
Besov spaces on the torus with general indices p, ¢ € [1, 00] are defined as

n

By (T4 R") = {u € S'(TLR") : [lullzg, = > (> (A0 |l ora))")? < 00}

i=1 j>—1
We will need the following Besov embedding theorem on the torus (c.f. [12, Lemma 41]):

Lemma 3.1 Let 1 <p <py<ooand1<¢q < g < o0, and let « € R. Then B _(T%) is

P1,q1
continuously embedded in Bl A H/#1=/P2)(Td),

Now we recall the following paraproduct introduced by Bony (see [3]). In general, the
product fg of two distributions f € C%, g € C? is well defined if and only if a4+ 3 > 0. In terms
of Littlewood-Paley blocks, the product fg can be formally decomposed as

fo=>_ Y AifNg=n(f.g9)+70(f.g9)+7(f9).

jz—liz-1
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with

7T<(fvg):ﬂ->(guf): Z Z AlfAjgv 71-O(fug): Z AZfAJg

j>—1li<j—1 li—j]<1

We use the notation

Sif =Y Aif.

i<j—1

We will use without comment that || - [, < || - ||g for @ < 3, that || - ||z~ S || - ||o for @ > 0,
and that || - ||o S| - ||z for @ < 0. We will also use that ||Sjul|r~ < 279%|ull, for o < 0 and
u e C™.

The basic result about these bilinear operations is given by the following estimates:

Lemma 3.2 (Paraproduct estimates, [3], [12, Lemma 2]) For any 8 € R we have

lm<(f. Dllp S I flle=llglls  f e L* g €C”,

and for « < 0 furthermore

Im<(f, llass S I fllallglls  fecgec”.

For a4+ B > 0 we have

Imo(f; D llars S Ifllallglls  f €Cge€CP.

From this lemma we know that 7 (f, g) and 7~ (f, g) are well defined if f € L>°. The only
term not well defined in defining fg is mo(f, g). Furthermore, if f is smooth, the regularity of
7~ (f,g) and mo(f, g) will become better than the regularity of g. 7-(f, g) retains the same
regularity as g.

The following basic commutator lemma is important for our later use:

Lemma 3.3 ([12, Lemma 5]) Assume that a € (0,1) and 3,y € R are such that a4+~ > 0
and 4+ v < 0. Then for smooth f, g, h, the trilinear operator

C(fvgah) = 7T0(7T<(fag>7h> - fﬂ-O(g?h)

has the bound
1C(fs 9 Wlarsry S 1 lallgllsllBll-

Thus, C can be uniquely extended to a bounded trilinear operator in L3(C® x C® x C7,Co+P+7).

By using this commutator estimate to make sense of the product of 7_(f,g) and h for
fecvgeCP he,itis sufficient to define my(g, h).

Now we prove the following commutator estimate for the Leray projection. We follow a
similar argument as [4, Lemma A.1]. In the following we use the notation f(D)u = F~!fFu.

Lemma 3.4 Let u € C® for some o < 1 and v € C? for some 3 € R. Then for every
k,l=1,23
| PH7<(u,0) = we(u, PP) [lars S llullallvlls,
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where P is the Leray projection.
Proof We have

PH7_(u,v) — me(u, PMv) = Z [PH(S; quljv) — S jul; Pl

j=—1

and every term of this series has a Fourier transform with support in an annulus of the form

2/ A where A is an annulus. Let ¢ € D with support in an annulus be such that ¢» = 1 on A.
Then

Pkl(Sj_luAjv) - Sj_luAijlv = [pkl(D), Sj_lu]Ajv = [(¢(2_j)pkl)(D), Sj_lu]Ajv.

Here P*(z) = 6y — T3 and

(W (277) P (D), Sl f = ($(277) PH)(D)(Sjoruf) — Sj—ru(y(277-) PH) (D) f

denotes the commutator. By a similar argument as in the proof of [4, Lemma A.1] we have

I P*Y(D), SjmrulAgulleee S D 12"F (277 P 2071l e | Ay | oo

nEN [n|=1

Moreover, we have the following estimates

2" F (@ (277 ) PM) 1
<27F @) (27 PM) |l on + |F T ((277) 0" PM) 1
=27 F 1@ () P27 )) [+ IF () PH(2)) |

) F

<21+ |- PYF @) Pl + 1L+ |- B () PR 1

=2 F (1 = AV PR (@) e + [F (1 = A PH()

<2 /(1 = AV PP 11 + (1 = A ()P (20|

» Sl L iNm 1
<97 Z (QJ)\ \W_l_ Z (2 )\ \W

0<|m|<2d Im|<2d
<2—J"

where in the fourth inequality we used |D™P*(z)| < ||~ for any multiindices m. Thus we
get that

Il (277) P (D), Sj1u] Agvl o S 277 [lullallv]|s,
which implies the result by a similar argument as in the proof of [4, Lemma A.1]. O

Now we recall the following heat semigroup estimate.
Lemma 3.5 ([12, Lemma 47]) Let u € C* for some o € R. Then for every 6 > 0

1Pllars S ¢ |ulla,
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where P is the heat semigroup on T¢.

For the Leray projection we have the following estimate on T¢:
Lemma 3.6 Let u € C* on T? for some a € R. Then for every k,l =1,2,3
1P ulla < Nlulla,

where P is the Leray projection.

Proof Let ¢ € D with support in an annulus be such that ¥» = 1 on the support of 8. We
have that for 7 > 0

12 PM ] oo = | F7H(PH ()9 (277))85Fu o
SIFHPHO D2 lulla = [FHPH )9 277 fulo.

Here P*(z) = 6y — ‘;2 . By a similar calculaton as in the proof of Lemma 3.4 we obtain that

IF P S I = AP )l S Y @)™

0<|m|<2d

(2j)|m| S

By the theory in [24] we know that the above calculations also hold on T¢. Moreover, we have
on T? for 1 < p < oo

1A PRl oo ray = | F 7 PP F | poeray S I1F P*xFullogray S 11812l pogray S I1A-1ul] oo pay,

where in the first inequality we used that supp(pr u) is contained in a ball and in the second
inequality we used Mihlin’s multiplier theorem. Thus the result follows. OJ

3.2 N-S equation

Let us focus on the equation on T%:

3

3
Lu' =Y Phgn — Z P Dj(u'u?)) (3.1)
7=1

i1=1 Z1 1

u(0) = Pug € C™7,

where & = (€1, £2,€3), €1,£2, €3 are the periodic independent space time white noise, L = 9; — A
and z € (1/2,1/2 + dp) with 0 < dp < 1/2. Here without loss of generality we suppose that
v = 1. As we mentioned in the introduction the nonlinear term of this equation is not well
defined because of the singularity of £. In the following we follow the idea of [12] to give the
definition of the solution to the equation as a limit of solutions u® to the following equations:

3 3
Lus,i _ Z Piilge’il = Z Pul ZID] us EJ
j=

i1=1 21 1

u(0) = Pug € C7.
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Here £° is a family of smooth approximations of ¢ such that &5 — £ as € — 0. Now we prove a
uniform estimate for u°.

In the following to avoid heavy notation we omit the dependence on ¢ if there’s no confusion
and consider (3.1) for smooth . We split the equation (3.1) into the following four equations:

3
Luj =Y Peh,

11=1

3 3

Luy = =5 30 P Dy(ut oud)) us(0) =0,

i1=1 j=1

3 3
Ly = =5 3" P (Y Dyu 0w+ o)), wal0) =0,
i1=1 j=1
and
3
i 1 111 i1 J J i1 i1 J i1 J
LU4:_§ZP Djluy' o (ug + uy) + (ug' + uj') o uy + uy o uy (3.2)
i1, =1 :
oy (uh + uq) + (g + ) + (ug ) (ug + )],
U4(O) = PUQ - ul(()),
where for¢,7 =1,2,3

uy o uh = e (ug, uy) + 7 (uh, up) + To (b, u)

uy o up = me (ug, uy) + ms (wh, uh) + oo (ul, u).

Here for i = 1,2,3, ui(t) = ffoo 2?1:1 P p,_ £51ds and we use ¢ to replace the product of
some terms, the meaning of which will be given later. In fact, the product of these terms needs
to be renormalised such that they converge as ¢ — 0. We will discuss this in Section 3.3 below.
The results for the renormalised terms not including u4 can be proved by using a similar idea
as in the definition of Wick products. However, uy ¢ u; cannot be defined by this trick since
1y is the unknown. To deal with this term we will use the fact that uy has a specific structure
since it satisfies (3.2). Now we do some preparations. Consider the following equations:

LK'=ui, K'(0)=0.

Then we obtain that for every 6 > 0 small enough, if u} € C([O,T];C_%_%), then K' €
C([0,7];C27%) and by Lemma 3.5

IE ()35 St sup [|ui(s)]-1/2-5/2- (3.3)

s€[0,t]

First we assume that uf € C([0,T):C27%), ul oul € O([0,T);C77%2), uloud = uh oul €
C([0, T);C~Y279/%) uboud € O([0,T);C79), mo0(ul, w}) € C([0,T];C~°) and mo (P D; K7, ui),
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Too(P™ DK ult) € C([0,T);C%) for i,4,i1, 51 = 1,2,3, and that

3
C¢ == sup [Z Sl =12-572 + Z S o ui? | camspe + Y lJuf” o us?|| —1ja-s72

t€[0,T]

i,j=1 i,j=1
3 .
+ Z lu5" o u5?|| -5 + Z 1m0 (w5, ut ) s+ Y lImoo(P DK, ui™)| s
7-] 1 7.] 1 27i17j7j1:1

3
FOY Il PUD R ] <
1,91,5,1=1
By Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6 we easily deduce that u, € C([0,T];C~?),u} € C([0,T];CY?~?) for
1 =1,2,3, and that

sup ZHqu 5+Z||u3||1/2 5 (3-4)

te[0,T] 5

In the following we will fix 6 > 0 small enough such that

1-25 1-—
§ < 8o A 350/\ 42/\(22—1).

By a fixed point argument it is easy to obtain local existence and uniqueness of solution to

equation (3.2): More precisely, for each ¢ € (0,1) there exists a maximal time 7. and uy €
1/2=6p+=2

C((0,Tz); CY/2=%) with respect to the norm sup,c - 2
equation (3.2) before T, and

u4(t)|1/2-5, such that u, satisfies

1/2— 60+z

sup ¢
te[0,T%)

[22a()[|1/2-5, = 00

Indeed, since & is smooth, by (3.2) and Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6 we have the following estimate

1/2— 6 +z
sup 2 Jlua(®)llije-s, S Cellltoll—zr ur, uz, uz) + T (sup ¢
te[0,T] t€[0,7]

1/2 +6O z 1/2— 60+z

s ()11 /2-5)7,

where C.(||ug||-», u1, uz, us) are constants depending on ¢ and we used z < 1/2 + dy.

Paracontrolled ansatz: As we mentioned before, our problem lies in how to define
mo(ul, ul). Observing that the worst term on the right hand side of (3.2) is PDm_(us -+ s, uy),
we write uy as the following paracontrolled ansatz for i = 1,2, 3:

3
- ZPZ“ ZD] [T (ubt + ult, K7) —|—7r<(u3 +ul, K))) + v

21 1 7=1
with ubi(t) € CY/?*8 for some §/2 < B < (2 +25—1/2) < (1/2—26) and t € (0,T.) (which can
be done for fixed € > 0 since & is smooth and by (3.2) we note that

1/248+z=
2

1/2+50 z 1/2-6g+=

(sup ™= [lua(s)ll1/2-60)%)-
s€[0,t]

us@) /218 < C((Juoll -, ur, uz, ug) +1
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From the paracontrolled ansatz and Lemma 3.2 we easily get the following estimate for ¢ =
1,2,3:

3
luillos S ) Nt + uitllay2—s0 |1 E7ls2—5 + [[u® |1 24- (3.5)

i1,5=1

Moreover wuy solves (3.2) if and only if u* solves the following equation:

Lubt = =2 % PUD; [y o + i (uh + wf) (g + i) + (ug' + ) (uf +107)
i1,j=1

— mo(L(uf +uft), K7) + 2w (Dy(ulf + ulf), DIEY) + o (uf + ulf, ul) + moo(ulf, ul) + moo(uft, ul)
=1

— o (L(u} 4+ ul), K%) + 2 Z T (Dy(ul + ), DIK™) + 7o (uh + ), ul) + 7o (uh, ul) + o0 (1, ui)]

=1
= @,

. (3.6)
Renormalisation of my(u, u]): By the paracontrolled ansatz we have for i, j = 1,2, 3,

‘ 1 3 . . o 3 . . .

Wo(ui,u{) - 571'0( Z P”17T<(ug1 + u21>Dj1Kj1)au]1) - §7T0( Z P“1’7T<(u]31 + ugllaDhK“)au]l)
i1,71=1 11,71=1

1 < . . . 1< . . _
=5 O mo(PUra(Dy () K ) = 5 D7 mo(Pac(Dy, (a4 uf), K, u)

i17j1:1 i17j1:1

+ mo(uP, ul).

The last three terms can be easily controlled by Lemma 3.2, and it is sufficient to consider the
first two terms: For i,i1,7,71 = 1,2, 3,

mo( P (uft + vy, D; VK9 ud)

=m0 (P o (ud + i, Dy, K7), ul) — mo(me(uf + uit, P Dj K9Y), u))
+ mo(me(uf 4 ul, P Dy K9 ul) — (uf + ut )mo(P™ Dy, K7 )
+ (uf +u ) mo(P™ Dy, K9 ul).

Applying Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4 we can control the first four terms on the right hand side of
above equality. As we mentioned above for mo(P"™ D;, K7', u]) we need to do renormalisation
to make it convergent as ¢ — 0, which leads to the renormalisation of o (u’, u]). Define

oo (u, u})

3
1 g .
== g (ma( D Pl L Dy KT ul) + 7o Z P L DK, )
i1,71=1 i1,71=1
3 . .
+ Z P”171-< Jl(u3 ) Kjl _'_ Z 7o P“17T< Jl( u511>7K“>7u{))
11,71=1 11,71=1

+ 7T()(uw> u{),
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where - , , _ ,
Too(P" e (uy + uf, Dy K7'), uq)

=g (P (ud + ull, Dy, K7, ul) — mo(me (ud + uit, P™ Dy K9v), u))
+ mo(me(ul +uld, P Dy K9 ul) — (uf + uft)mo(P™ Dy, K7 )
+ (ug 4+ u)mo o (P Dy K9 ud),
and oo (P (uf) 4+ u)t, D;, K™),w)) can be defined similarly. Using Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 we
get that for 0 < dy < 1/2—36/2
o0 (P e (ug + g, Dy K7), )| -5
SIP e (uy +uft, Dy K7) = 7w (ug + i, P Dy K7 |15y |uf |10
+ [|ugt g |[1y2-5 1P Dy K |1 o s[4 ] <1725/
[z + i [[12-s 70,0 (P Dy K7 1) | -
Sl + it llaye-so | K7 lspa—sliud | -172—s72 + lug + w1250 1.0 (P Dy, K7, )| .
Here in the last inequality we used Lemmas 3.4 and 3.6. Similar estimates can also be deduced

3 .. . . ) A
for WO’O(EZ&Ji:l P (uél + Uil7 Djl K“)a U{)
Hence we obtain that for ¢,j = 1,2, 3,

3 3
7.0ty u) s S st + it lliasy D 1K [lsj2=slludl|-1/2-5/2

i1=1 ji=1

3
> g 4w aes oo (P Dy K9 )| -5

i1,J1=1

3
+ Z Jug" 4 w3 [1/2— 1700 (P Dy K™ )| =5
i1,j1=1
+ ||Un’z||1/2+6||uj1||—1/2—5/2
SO+ 1+ [Juallyz-s (CZ + 1) + [[uf]|Ce.

Estimate of ¢*: To obtain a uniform estimate for uj, we first prove an estimate for ¢*:

Lemma 3.7 For ¢* defined in (3.6), the following estimate holds:
1682125 S (14 CEY L+ [[uf]l1 /245 + lluall1jo—so + [uall3]- (3.7)

Proof First we consider 7. (L(u} + u}), K7),i,7 = 1,2,3,: Indeed (3.2) implies that for i =
1,2, 3,

3
Ly +uy) = =5 >, PUD;(utt 0w +u o ug! + upt o (uf + u)) + 10 © (uf' + )
i1,j=1

Fuy o ud 4+ ud (uh + uf) +ud(ud +ul) + (uf 4l (W + ),
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where for ¢,57 =1,2,3,
uy o (uh + wy) = wo(uh + g, uh) + moe(u, uh) + s (uh + ug,up) + Toe(ul, up).
Using Lemmas 3.6 and 3.2 we obtain that for ¢ = 1,2, 3,

3

1L (ub +ui)l—spz—sre S ) [ludt o wd |1 jo-sgo + s o udt || 5 + [0l —1j2-s/2llud + ull1/2-s0
11,51=1

+ o0 (us' ui') |5 + [luz' [ -sllug + w1 /2—s,
+ g+l flsllug + s + llmo.0 (uf, uf') o]
SC2+ 1+ (14 C)l|ualljo-so + Cellufllijors + [uall3,
where we used § < d A (5 — dp), which by Lemma 3.2 yields that

1< (Lus + wl), K7) || -3/
SIE[32-5[C2 + 1+ (1 + CF)[[uallij2-s0 + Cellull1245 + [[uall3]-
Then we consider 7 (D;(ul + %), D;K7) + < (ul 4+, u]) for iy, 1,7 = 1,2,3 in (3.6): Indeed
Lemma 3.2 implies that
1< (Daug + ), DiK?) + 7o (ug + ulf )| -2
Slug =5 + 1w ll1/2-6) (1K ls/2—5 + [luill-1/2-5/2)
3
S llyz-s + Y Nl 4+ w2 ljo-so|K7 3/2-5 + 1u*"{|1/215)Ce,
i2,j1=1

where in the last inequality we used (3.5).
Combining all these estimates obtained above, by (3.6) we get that

16| —1—2
S U (lsje—s +1) > [llug o ud'l—s + lImoo(ult, uf )| —s + lubt | —sllud + ! [l1/2-6
j=1 11,J1=1

+lluf + uf lslludt + uft|ls + CE + 1+ (14 C2)|uall1jo—s, + Cellutll1j24p + Juall3]

3 3
+ > (lultlljems + D Muf? + w2 lljz—s | K7 1325 + [[u*" [|1/248) Ce

i1,J1,l=1 i2,j1=1

S+ CO[L+ [ llyzep + Nuallyz-s + lluall3],
where we used (3.2) (3.3) and § < Jy in the last inequality. O

Construction of the solution: In the following we will prove a uniform estimate of uj:
By the paracontrolled ansatz (3.3) and Lemma 3.2 we get

3
s ()11 j2-50 S 87 Ce Y N (8) + it (8)l]j2-s0 + 14 () 11 /2-50,

11=1
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which shows that for ¢ € [0, T] (with T > 0 only depending on C¢)

3 3
D i®)lla-s0 S CE+ D Il (1) 11/2-s0- (3.8)
i=1 i=1

Similarly, we have for t € [0,7] (with 7 > 0 only depending on Cf)

3 3
Yo ldh®lls S CE+ ) I (1)l (3.9)
i=1 i=1

Moreover, Lemma 3.5 and (3.6) yield that for 6 + 2z < 1

4 o ()2

t 3.10
SlPug — ui(0)] -2 + tw/ (t— ) 217002 O 42| 9 (s5) || 1 _asds, (310
0

where we used the condition on f to deduce that 3/4 + /2 + ¢ < 1 and % <6+ z.
Similarly, we deduce that

1436

t
= uF (O SIHPuo — un(0)]12, + t‘”z(/ (t—s)" 2 s~ T2 Gh(s) ]| -1-a5ds)?
0 (3.11)

1438

t
SlPuo = (0)]2, + 172072 / (t = 5)"72 s~ (2|6 ()| -1-20)ds.
0

Here in the last inequality we used Holder’s inequality. Thus, by (3.7-3.11) we get that for
te[0,7]
Q]| 1o S (14 CH[|Puo — wr (0)]2, + Cf +1

¢
+/ 1+ (t — §)TATOTB2 4= (042) (02 3 () || 1 _as)
0

1436

I ) O (5 g8 )|y )]

Then Bihari’s inequality implies that for § < 1%4'2 there exists some 0 < Ty < T such that

sup 77| _1—0s S C(To, Ce, [Juo|| -2, (3.12)
te(0,To)

where C'(Tp, C¢, ||uo||-») depends on Ty, ||ug||—. and C¢. Here T}, can be chosen independent of
e such that (3.12) holds for all € € (0, 1), if C¢ and [Jug|| . is uniformly bounded over € € (0,1).
Similarly as (3.10) we have

L2002 (8|1 s,
t

SlPuo = ur(0)]| - + /27202 / (t = 5) /0RO OR DTN G (s) | amzsds (3.13)
0

SIPuo = w (0)]| . + 1407272 sup )68 (5)| -1-25-
s€|0,t
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Then by (3.8) (3.13) we obtain that

1/2— 50+z

sup t

lua(®)lh/2-s0 S CE + lluoll-- + C(To, Cé, [Juol ),
t€[0,To)

which implies that 7. > Tj,. Here we used z > 1/2 4 ¢/2. Moreover, similarly as for (3.8) one
also gets that for t € [0, Ty]

lua(t)l]-. S C¢ + Il ()] -

t
—1-26+=z _ p .
< G2+ fluglls + / (t — ) B g 049) 5| N | yids,

where in the last inequality we used Lemma 3.5. This gives us our final estimate for u*:

sup [Jua(t)]|—= S C¢ + [[uoll - + C(To, Ce, [|uol--)-
te[0,To)

We define Z(£°) 1= (u5, ufous, u§ous, usous, m o(u§, us), mo.o(PDKE, ui)) € X :=C([0,T);C~1/?279/2)x
C([0,T);C~1°2) x C([0, T]; C~Y279/2) x C(]0, T); €°) x C([0,T]; %) x C([0, T];C~%). Here X
is equipped with the product topology.
Similar arguments show that for every a > 0 there exists a sufficiently small T > 0 such
that the map (uo, Z(&.)) +— uy is Lipschitz continuous on the set

maxc{|uol|_-, Ce} < a.
Here we consider u, with respect to the norm given by

sup [[uq ()|
te[0,To)

Hence we obtain that there exists a local solution w to (3.1) with initial condition ug, which is
the limit of the solutions u®, e > 0, to the following equation

3 3 3
Lue,z‘ _ Z Piilge’il o % Z Pii1 (Z Dj (ue,ilue,j)) ue(o) = wp,
i1=1 i1=1 =1

provided that Z(&°) converges in X, ie. fori,iy, j, j» = 1,2,3, there exist vl,v2 o ol g gl
such that for any §>0,ul" — vl in C([O T] Cc—1/2- 5/2) uoust — 1)2 in C(]0, T] c'- 5/2)

ul o uy? — v in C’([O,TLC Y202y gyt o g’ — o in C([O T);C™%), moo(ug’, us?) — vf

in C([0,T];C~?), T (P D; K7, ui7?) — v§7? in C(]0,T];C~%) and 7o (P™ D; K= u]’?) —

vI772 in C([0,T);C~%). Here

£t £, £, €, £,
677: &, . g, i 67.]
Uy < u2 = ul Uy~
£,1 £,] £,1 €, £,1]
uy' ouy’ = uy'uy’ — C5Y,

o0 (5", ui?) = mo(us’, ug’) — CTY,

X €, .&J2Y .__ X €, . €02
70.0(P" D K7 u??) i= mo (P D; K7 uy’?),
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To.o(P D KO uf??) o= mo(P D KO ui??),
and C§j € R is defined in Section 3.3, Cf is defined in Section 3.3.1 and C5 is defined in Appendix
4.2. Hence we obtain the following theorem:

Theorem 3.8 Let z € (1/2,1/2+ 9y) with 0 < 09 < 1/2 and assume that (£°).~¢ is a family
of smooth functions converging to £ as ¢ — 0. Let for ¢ > 0 the function u® be the unique
maximal solution to the Cauchy problem

3 3 3
1

Lus' = Z Piilfe’il o 5 Z Piil(z Dj(us,ilue,j)) UE(O) _ Puo,

i1=1 11=1 Jj=1

such that u§ defined as above belongs to C'((0,T%); C*/27%), where uy € C~*. Suppose that Z(&°)
converges to (vy, va, U3, V4, Vs, Vg, v7) in X. Then there exist 7 = 7(ug, vy, v2, V3, V4, Vs, Vg, V7) > 0
and u € C([0,7];C*) such that

sup |lu® —u|-, — 0.
te[0,7]

The limit u depends only on (ug,v;),7 = 1....,7, and not on the approximating family.

Remark 3.9 Indeed we can define the solution space as follows: u —u; € D% if

1 [t 3 . .
U— Uy = Uy + U — 5/0 Pt_SPZ Djn (P, u]) + 7 (D7, ug)]ds + P

j=1
such that
— z z zZ+a @ﬁ - @ﬁ —
||, 101 = sup £ || 1—n + sup £ ||, + sup s;w<oo,
1,L, tl1-n tlly b
t€[0,7] te[0,T] 5,t€[0,T] |t — s
nd o, — @l
2v+z z+a - —
||®/||*727L,T ‘= sup t%”@;”l/z_ﬁ + sup s ; t—st2d
t€[0,7) 5,6€[0,T] |t — s

Here n,v € (0,1),a > 2b,0 < k < 1/2,¢ > 2d. By a similar argument as in [4], if u — u; € D%
then the equation

1 [t 3 . . . .
U—u; = Pt(uo—ul(O))—§ / Pt_SPZ D (uyou]+(u—uy Joui +uro(u—uy ) +(u—uy Jo(u—uy )’ ds

can be well defined and by a fixed point argument we also obtain local existence and uniqueness
of solutions. The calculations for this method are more complicated and we will not go into
details here.

3.3 Renormalisation

In the following we use the notation X to represent w;, ki, := Z?:l k; and

(VoY

f(k) = (2m)” . fla)e ™ de
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for k € Z3. To simplify the arguments below, we assume that é (0 ) = (0 and restrict ourselves to
the flow of [, u(2)dz = 0. Then we know that X; = > kez\ {0} X, (k)ey is a centered Gaussian
process with covariance function given by

=k [?[t—s]

E[X] (k) XI(K)] = Lyt 2|k|2

11=1

P R (R),

and X,(0) = 0, where e,(z) = (2r)3/2e®* 2 € T® and P (k) = 6;, — IkP for k € Z3\{0}.
Let us take a smooth radial function f with compact support such that f(0) = 1. We regularize

X in the following way
t 3
X;' = / > PP s

=1
with £ = Zkez3\{0} f(sk)é(k:) In this subsection we will prove that there exist vy, v9, v3, v4, Vs, Vg, U7

such that Z(&£%) converges to (vq, vy, ..., v7) in X.

It is easy to obtain that there exists v such that u§ — vy in LP(Q, P,C([0, T);C~1/270/%))
for every p > 1. The renormalisation of uy' oui’,i,7 = 1,2,3 and the fact that there exists
vy € C([0,T];C~179) such that u;" o u5? — vf in LP(Q, P, C([O,T],C 1=9)) for every p > 1 can
be easily obtained by using the Wick product (c.f.[4]), where

G-y 3

11=1 kez3\{0}

(k)P (k).

It is obvious that C5% — 0o as e — 0. Here uf and v ouS” correspond to | and V' in Section
2 respectively. By a similar argument as in the proof of Theorem 2.17 we could conclude that
ul ouy’ — v in C([0,T];C7270), uy ous? — 02 in C([0,T);C~?). We could also use Fourier
analysis to obtain it. Here for completeness of this method we calculate it in the appendix.
For the terms including 7wy we cannot use a similar argument as in the proof of Theorem 2.17
to obtain the results since the definition of 7y depends on the Fourier analysis. That is one of
difference between these two approaches (see Remark 3.13).

We first prove the following two lemmas for later use, the first of which is inspired by [16
Lemma 10.14].

Lemma 3.10 Let 0 <l ,m <d,l+m —d > 0. Then

> S T
|k‘1|l|k‘2|m ~ |k|l+m—d

k1,k2€Z9\{0},k1+ka=k

Proof We have the following estimate:
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1 1
b~ o
Z Ky || Ko | ™ Z Ky | Ko™

k1,ko €Z9\{0}, k1 +ko=k k1,k2 €29\ {0} k1 +ho=h, k1| < 5]

1
_l_ -
Z Ky || Ko |

k1, k2 €29\ {0} k1 +ho=h, [ ka|< &1
1
+ Z ey [ oo
k1, k2 €Z\{0} k1 +ho=k, [k1|> 5 | ky|> 151
Since |ky| < |k|/2 implies that |ka| > |k| — |k1| > |k|/2, we obtain
1 1
< L —l— m+d‘
2 RN
k1, k2 €Z9\{0} k1 +ho=h, k1| < L&l k1€Z\{0}, k1| <&l

For the second term a similar argument also yields the desired estimate. For the third term:
by |ka| > |k1| — |k| and the triangle inequality, one has

1—1/4
kol > (\/ﬁ\ — [k]) +

|k = —Vﬁ\

which implies that
Z 1 ‘ ‘—l m+d
[y "o ™

k1, k2 €29\ {0} k1 +ho=k, k1| > 5L | ky|> 151
Hence the result follows. O
Lemma 3.11 Forany 0 <n<1,1,5,l=1,2,3 and for ¢t > 0 the following estimate holds:

e Rz, P (o) — e TP P (k)| S [l |7 =072
Here PY(z) = 6;; — %
Proof First we have the following bound:

e F2Pt ko P(kyo) — e *2P ey Pky)| < [¢]12.

Consider the function F(z) = e *'zP(z). Then it is easy to check that |[DF| is bounded,
which implies that
2 2
|6_|k12| tk’lgp(k’lg) - 6_|k2‘ tk’g (k‘g)| < |k‘1|

Thus, the result follows by the interpolation. O

3.3.1 Renormalisation for my(uj™, uj”)

Now we consider mo(u§, u$7°). The estimates for 7o (u5™ —u5y°, u57°) can be obtained similarly,

where Lufj = —1 ‘:’1:1 pion Z?Zl D;(ui o u)). We have the following identity:

3 7/011 7.70 )
7T0(“31 E I,
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where

3 t s
=002 3" 3 3 3 02 k)02 7 ky) /0 dse Pl (=) /0 : X2 (ky)

k€Z3\{0} |i—j|<1 k1234=k i1,i2,i3,j1=1

X0 (k) X291 () X7 (R ) = €26 okl P2 (Ryo) PO (yog e,

3 ¢
+=0@m >0 > > Y 02 k)2 k) /0 dse ki (t=s)

keZ3\{0} |i—7|<1 kaz=k, k1 i1,12,i3,j1=1

s . e lk1l*(t—c f(gk;l 2
X () XS0 (k) - P2624 PJOM k, e~ Ik12l*(s=0) 4

ig=1

ki3] P12 (o) P (Kas) (Lismig igmis + Lisminsiomis)Chs

3 t s
It = (2m)? Z Z Z Z 9(2_%123)9(2_%3)/dse_k123|2(t_s)/0 P X" (k)

kez3\{0} |i—j|<1 k12=k,k3 11,i2,i3,71=1 0

. —|ks|*(t—s) L oy
K2 (hy) : & Q\ks\é(gkg S A () 4 )kl P ) O (e,

ig=1
3 ¢
oo YN XY aehak [ ks
keZ3\{0} |i—j|<1 k1a=k k2 i1,i2,i3,j1=1 0
S . —\k2|2(8—0)f( k,)2
e eko
S XS (f ) XS0 (k) -
| R s

e~ W12~ Gkt 0 P2 (o) P (k) (Ligmi igmis + Lismis inmia )€k

3 . .
- Z Z Z 0(2 "k2)0(2” Jk}2)/ dse k2> (t=5) o Z|;l|j|rliz|22)

li—j|<1 k1 k2 i1,i2,i3,51=1 0

3
Z Pi6i4 (kz)pjliél (/{32)

i4=1

3
Z (pi3i4(k1)pjli4(1€1)pi2i5(]Cg)pjoi5(]€2) 4 pi2i4(k1)pj1i4(k1>pi3i5(k2)ﬁ>joi5(k2>)
i4,i5=1

6_‘k12|2(s_0—)_|k1|2(s_0)_‘k2‘Q(t_g)dalkiélkgl pilig (k12)pi0i1 (kQ)] )

Here I2, I} and I}, I? correspond to the terms associated with each indicator function respec-

tively. To make it more readable we write each term corresponding to the tree notation in
\/
Section 2. Wo(ugfo, u’) corresponds to 7 and I} If, I} 17,19, IT correspond to the associ-

ated WED Wf 2 VV(a 2 WgE 2 VV(a 2) , W &2 ,VED i the proof of Theorem 2.17 respectively.
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First we consider I/: by simple calculations we have

f(ek1)? f(eks)?

3
- Wkl P72 (ko) PO (K
2 DL ki P ) P ) g e TR Tl

k1,k2 i1,i2,13,51=1

3
Z (pigu(kl)ﬁ)jlm (kl)pizis (kz)pjois (kZ) 4 pi2i4 (kl)pjliz; (]{jl)pisis (]4;2)]5?02'5(/{:2))
t4,i5=1
-~ 2
{ﬂ — /t dse 2k (t=5) o= (k2 >+ |kr >+ k2[*)s
2|ko|? 0

Let
Cion () = 1]

We could easily conclude that C5;°%°(t) — oo, as € — 0.
Similarly, we can also find Cf, for ug — ug;. Define Cf = Cf; + Cf,.
Terms in the second chaos: We come to I? and have the following calculations:

E|A I
> > > 02 kias)0(2 Tk )0(2 7 kaza)0(27 Ka)0(27 k)

k€Z3\{0} \i j\<1 |i'—5'| <1 kaz=k,k1,ka

| |2 / / dsdse —|k123|? (t—s)—|k234|?(t—5 / / do—da—e"’“‘ (t—0)—|ka |2 (t—5)
]{:

¢~ (k12 (s=0) k2l (5-0) )\ krok1oskaakoss|

< > > > 027 kas)0(2 7 k1 )0(2 oz )0(277 ka)O(27 k)
kez3\{0} |i—j|<1,]i"—5'|<1 kas=k k1,ka
tn
| Ko |2 | Keg |2 [ Koy [+ | Keg |47

D D AT 2 Y 0k \k Tl S 20,
2 3

keZ\{0} g¢Si g kaz=k

4
Hil

where 7,e > 0 are small enough, we used sup,cp |a|” exp(—a?) < C for r > 0 in the second
inequality and Lemma 3.10 in the last inequality. Furthermore, ¢ < i follows from |k| <

|k123] + k1| < 2" and similarly one gets ¢ < i’ Also for I} we have a similar estimate.
Now we deal with [} = I} — [} + I} — >0 _ ! (¢ )C“l( ) where

t
OEEDDED DY Z 9(2_%123)9(2_%3)/ L X5 (k) X5 (k) + e M2 0=kl
0

kez3\{0} |i—j|<1 k12=k,k3 11,i2,i3,71=1

- : PO f(cky)
P“”(k:m)ekdo‘/ dse bl =92 |k \5(6 : ZP]”‘* 3) PP (Ks) ik PO (Kio),
0 3
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and

E Zl ~ ' ¢ e—2|k3\2(t—s)f(€k3>2
C5h () =(2m)7F > ZZ@ ks)0 ]kg)/ods e

li—j|<1 ks j1=1

Z P (Jeg) P10 (kg )k P (kg) = 0.

Let ', (t—s) =37 e lhull=9c il (‘tk T;f(d“ | k35, P71 (k155)]. Then we have for e > 0
small enough,

E|A (I} — ff)P
2 2 S 027R) 202 k1as)0(2 k)02 aa)0(27 )

keZ3\{0} |i—j|<1,]i'— j’\<1k12—kk3 ka

/ ds/ d8|]{? | ‘k ‘2 Z k123 k3 Ck124 k4 {/ dU/ dU ~lk1af*(s—0) —6_‘k12‘2(t_0))
1 2

t
(e—wm?(g—a)_6—\k12|2<t—a>)|k12‘2+ / o / da.e—k12|2<t—o>—k12|2<t—&>‘k12|2}

> > > 027k)0(2 k1a3)0(2 ks )02 Kua)0(277 iy
keZ3\{0} |i—j|<1,|¢'—5'|<1 ki2=k,k3, k4
3

t t
1 i | , _
/0 dS/O dsm(t =) =YY Rt ), (=)

J1,91=1

Z Z Z 9(2_%)29(Q_ik123)9(2_jk3)9(2_ilk124)9(2_jlk4)
keZ3\{0} |i—j|<1,]i'—5'|<1 ki2=Fk k3,k4
t2e

|Kral| k1|2 |Fa|? ks3] kal 2 ([ k12| + [ Ks3]? )3/4_6(|k124\2+ |ky|2)3/4e

2¢ (i+4")(1/2—3¢)
S22 '3 S 0 K e

q<t q<i’ k  kia=k

1
2e0—2q(1/2—3¢) § § - 2€02q(3e€)
S/t 2 a 9(2 q |k12Hk1‘ |k2|2 Nt 2 I ’

k  kia=k

where in the last inequality we used Lemma 3.10 and ¢ < 4 follows |k| < |kias] + |k3| < 2° and
similarly one gets ¢ < i’. Moreover, by a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma 3.11 we
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obtain that for n > ¢ > 0 small enough

E[|A, (I} - Zu“l t)C5™ (1) 7]

i1=1

q =) (k)2
S22 P |k2| TP 2 ) [Z 2 Z”%‘”’/ eal?

i1,71=1 |i—j|<1 k3

2
(0(2 kg3 ) a2l (=) k1 pioin (o) — G(27 kg ) Iksl* (=9 1 pioia (k;g))ds}

t o= lks|?(t—s)

1 2
< E E E E 0(27 7 k3) - (=) m/2y
~ |7<?1|2Vf2\2|/<?12|2_2’7 { ’ /0 |Ks3|? (t=9) ’
k kio=k

J=0 k3

<4n—€9a(2n) 7

where in the last inequality we used Lemma 3.10.
Now we consider IP = I7 — I? + I} — I, where

3 t
=2n)™ 3 > 3 > 02 k)0Q2 k) /0 L RO () X2 (hy) + el

keZ3\{0} |i—7|<1 kia=k,kz i1,i2,i3,j1=1

o S ‘k2| sS—o k
Zk{lpzml(k‘l)ekds/ do.e—\ka?(s—g)e f(€ 2)

3
i e ki P2 (ki) Y P (k) P17 (ky),

ig4=1

and

3 ¢
e XX Y S ke [ A ooiey ke

keZ3\{0} |i—j|<1 kia=k k2 i1,i2,i3,j1=1

U P (k) S P () P k) = 0.

i4=1

s —|k2|?(s—0 2
Zk{lpioil(kl)ekds/ dae—‘k2|2(s—g)€ k2| (‘ ‘)éf(ng)
k
0 2

Let dyy, 1y (s—0) = 30 ka2 (s=r) e 12 (ehy)? |k P12 (k5)|. Since by Holder’s inequal-

i2,i3= l |ko |2
ity we obtain

B X5 k) X (k) 2 = = X5 () X770 ) ) X2 (W)XE (k) — 2 X572k XP (K )
< ' O X )(1_6—|k1\2\s—o\ " 1 — e~ I¥i 5o
R R T Pk CARE:

LA
AL

1/2

STk =t Ty =k, + Liy=ry Lrg=r) |s — o|"?|5 — &["?,

it follows that for n, e > 0 small enough

EA(F =)IPS Y > S 02 k)02 k)02 k)02 k)02 k)

keZ3\{0} |i—j|<1,|i" —5'|<1 k1a=k,k3,k2
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|k ts k1]?(t—3) 2
/ds/ ds/ da/ doe— k11 ( —k1]%( Vﬁ‘ |/{: B 277‘]4; E

‘8 - U|n/2|s - U|n/ dklz kz(s - U)dkls ks( U)

2D G@TRPARTR)OR TR RO R

keZ3\{0} |i—j|<1,)i'—5'|<1 k1a=k,k3 k2

/ dS/ dS/ do-/ do-e |]€1‘ t S ‘k4| t s ‘]{lek4||k |2 77‘]{; ‘2 n

U|n/2|s U|n/2dk12 kz( )dk34 k‘s( U)
Z Z Z 279k) 29 ’kl)é’( _]k‘4)9(2_’ k1)9(2_3 k)
k623\{0} [i—j]|<1,|¢'—5'|<1 kra=k
te te

(‘k1‘4—277—2e‘k ‘2 + |]{51|3_77_EV€4‘3_77_6)

S D 0T Y 2 Z‘k P22, 2

k kia=k q<z
- 1
€ —q —je
5D SCRII) DL RO e
k  kia=k q<d
<t52q(25+2n) ’

where in the last inequality we used Lemma 3.10 and ¢ < i follows from |k| < |k1| + |ks| < 2%
Moreover, it follows by Lemma 3.11 that for n,e > 0 small enough

EIAR =S D > > 6RO ROk k)62 k)

kEZ3\{O} li—j|<1,]i"—j|<1 k1a=k,k3,k2

/ / |k’ |2+277 —|k1|?(t—s+t—5+]|s—35]) / _|k2‘2(8_0) (8_0-)—(1—77)/2
|Fer|? |/*f?4|2 |Fea?

—|ks|*(5-7)
/ W(g ) - n/2d$d8d0'd0'
0 3

D D B AR CR I CR R

keZA\{0} |i—j|<1,|i" 5’| <1 k1a=k,k3,k2

t ot s —lkol2(s—
o okl (5—0)
o (1420 1 | o= 21k 2 (1=5) ~2lka[2(t—5) / o — o)—(1=m/2
/0/0 a7 R \k1?[kal? Jo o |Kof? ( )

5 o lks2(5-0) X
/ (5 — )" 24sdsdoda
0

|s|?
< € —q —1
SDID I Lal) yrammy 2% :
k k14 k q<7,
€ —q ]6
S X 0 et
k  kia=k
< 4€94a(2e+2n) ’

where in the last inequality we used Lemma 3.10 and ¢ < i follows from |k| < k| + |k4| < 2.
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Similar estimates can also be obtained for I?.
Terms in the fourth chaos: Now for I} we have the following calculations:

12
EllAL[7
B 5 i . it —5" 10
Z Z E 0(277k)“0(2 " k123)0(27 7 ka)0(27" k193)0(277 k)
REZA\(0} [i—| SL,[i'—5| <1 kizsa=h.k{p5, =k
(1;@1_;@/17/62—%,kg—kg,krk’ + Lk =kt ko=kt) ka=kt, ka=k, T Lky=k{ ko=t ks=k ka=kt, T Lhy=k/, ko=k/, ka=k} ka=K)

t iy =k} ko=kt, ks=kb ka=k}, T Lky=k ko=k} ks=k/ ka=k] +1k1 ! ka=kl ka=k! ka=F, )

/ds/ dge—F128]* (t—s)— [k} 3| (t—5 // TREIDNE |k:3 |k4|2 e[k (s—=0)— k1, |( d0d0|k12k123k K’ o3

=B +E}+ E} +E!+ E? + E’ + E].

Here each E} corresponds to the term associated with each indicator function.
For €, > 0 small enough by Lemma 3.10 we have

El < Z Z Z 0(279K)20(2  k193)0(277 kg )0(27 k193)0(279 kg )t
v [2|Eeg |2 Fea |2 [ Ka | 2 By |2 s 220

EeZ3\{0} [i—7|<1,|i'—j'|<1 ki23a=k
t77

> > Y 02 k)0(2 kias)0(2 ke )0(2 K1a) 027 k) a2 x| 2

keZ3\{0} |i—j|<1,|i—5'|<1 k12ga=k

Z 22 (2—2n— EZ k‘) |k| < 2q(277+5)t :

kEZS\{O} q<i

and

2s Y Y Y TR0 hm)62 k02 ke )6@ k)t
|k1 |2 ko) 2| k3| ? | kal?| k12| | koal k123 | =7 Kasa| 17

kez3\{0} |i—j|<1,|i'—5'|<1 k123a=k

Z Z 0(279k)*¢n2-a(2=2n)
ke ZP(0) Ersprech | Koo [T kg |2 kg |2 Kea 7T ro| | Roa [ Kaos |7 Koz |7
< Z ( Z g(g—qk)2tn2—q(2—2n) ] )1/2
ReZ(0) Krsick |Fer [ ko |2 Ks 2| Ka |47 | o | Foros |27

Z 6(2-9k)?n2-9(2=2n) )1/2

| kx| 17| ko |2 | s || ka| 17| kg | ? | Kza] 227

(

k1234=k
< Z 2—(2—277)t < 4Gy
keZ3\ {0} [kl ™

By a similar argument we can also obtain the same bounds for £}, B}, EP, ES and E/, which
implies that for €, > 0 small enough

E[| AL} ) S 210,
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By a similar calculation as above we get that for 7, ¢,y > 0 small enough

E[|Ag(mo0(u5"™, ui ") (1) — moo(u5"™, ui ") (ts) — mo.0(us>™, ui>”) (t1)
+ Wo,o(u?’zo ui? ) ()]
S(er” + 3"t — by 72020,

which by Gaussian hypercontractivity and Lemma 3.1 implies that
El|lmoo(u5"™, a7 ) (1) = moo(u5™™, ui ") (ta) — moo(uz?™, us”) (1)
0,0 (5™ T P) (E2) [y
Blllmoo (1™, uit ) (1) = o0 (ug™, us) (t2) — moe (u5™™, ui*™) (t) (3.14)
+ o0 (U5, ui? ™) (1 2]
S(EV + &) [t — tofP0 /2,

(see the proof of (4.2), (4 3)). Thus, for every i0,Jjo = 1,2,3 we choose p large enough and
deduce that there exist v2° € C([0,T],C~%), 40, jo = 1,2, 3, such that for p > 1

To,0(ug %o ui’”) — vgm in LP(Q, P, C([O,T],C‘5)).

Here 6 > 0 depending on 7, €, p can be chosen small enough.

3.3.2 Renormalisation for m(P"2D; K u7’') and mo(P""2D;, K&, ui’")

In this subsection we consider mo( P2 D, K=7° u57") and o (P"%2 D, K%, u$7*) for iy, ia, jo, 1 =
1,2,3 and have the following identity:

7T0(Pi1i2 Djo K&jo ) u?jl)(t)

t
D7 Y Y N 02T k)0 k) / e~ o s X200 () X7 (k) © dse, P2 (Ky)
0

kez3\{0} |i—j|<1 k12=k

t
. k1)
9 zk 2 ik —2(t—s)|k1|? kjo f(g 1 d sz P]0]2 P]UQ Lk
Z Z 1) 1)/0 ¢ v e Z ().

li—j|<1 ka j2=1

. _ . AN
Here mo(P""? D, K=7°, u7’") corresponds to / and the first term and the second term on the

right hand side of the above equality correspond to the associated WED WED in the proof of
Theorem 2.17 respectively. It is easy to get that the second term on the right hand side of the
above equality equals zero. It is straightforward to calculate for € > 0 small enough:

E|A Wo(PilizD- Ka,jo ua,j1)|2

S > SN 0@ kP02 k)02 k)02 )02 k)

kGZS\{O} li—j|<1,|i'—j|<1 k12=k

= k1]?|s—3]
—(t—s+t—35)|k1|? k 2€ — dsds
L T

_ 1
n e 2=k 2 =2(t=3)k2|® | 1. |1 }o | —— dsd3
/0/0 |1H 2‘|k‘1|2|k‘2|2
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€ _'l 1
S22 200 k1>|k1|4—26|k2\2

q<i ki2=k

€ j 1
LY 2 M)

q<t ki2=k
2qe
NIV

where in the last inequality we used Lemma 3.10. By a similar calculation we also get that for
e,n >0, v > 0 small enough

E[|A(70,6(P™2 Dy K9, ug?) (1) — 70,6( P2 Dy K9, ug? ) (t2)
— To.0(P2 Dy K97 ui?) (1) + o0 (P2 Dy K5, uf?) (1)) ]
S(E + )ty — 7202,

which by Gaussian hypercontractivity, Lemma 3.1 and similar arguments as for (3.14) implies
that there exists vg"**"* € C([0,T];C~°) for iy, s, jo, j1 = 1,2, 3 such that for p > 1

Moo (P12 D K500 uS9t) — yt2000t iy [2(Q, P, C([0, T);C~°)).

Here § > 0 depending on 7, ¢, p can be chosen small enough. By a similar argument we also
obtain that there exists vs'"** € C([0,T];C~°) for iy, s, jo, j1 = 1,2, 3 such that

Moo (P12 D) K52, uf?) — o207 in [2(Q, P,C([0,T];C7%)).

Combining all the convergence results we obtained above and Theorem 3.8 we obtain local
existence and uniqueness of the solutions to the 3D Navier-Stokes equation driven by space-time
white noise.

Theorem 3.12 Let z € (1/2,1/2 4 §p) with 0 < 09 < 1/2 and ug € C~*. Then there exists
a unique local solution to

3
Lu' = Z PE — Z P Z (u"u?))  u(0) = Puy,
i1=1 20 -1

in the following sense: For & = ", f(ek)E(k)e, with f a smooth radial function with compact
support satisfying f(0) = 1 and for & > 0 consider the maximal unique solution u° to the
following equation, such that u5 defined above belongs to C((0,T%); C'/?~%),

3
Lua,z’ _ Z Piilfa Z Pzzl Z azlua,j))’ UE(O) _ PUO.
i1=1 21 1

Then there exists u € C([0,7);C%) and a sequence of random time 7, converging to the
explosion time 7 of u such that

sup ||uf —ul|_. =% 0,.
te[0,71]
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Proof By a similar argument as above we have that there exists some v > 0 and u; €
C([0,T];C~Y275/2) uy € C([0,T];C9), ug € C([0,T];C27?) such that for every p > 0

EHU? - ul“%([O,T];C*I/Q*‘S/Q) 5 6’7])’
Ellus — u2||g([07T};cft3) Sem.
EHU% - u3||2‘([07T};C1/276) 5 Eﬁ/p'

Then for e, = 2% — 0 and € > 0

(e}
ZP |u1 —u1||C(OTc 1/2-8/2) > € §Z2 kﬁ//€<OO,
=1

k=1 k

which by the Borel-Cantelli Lemma implies that u$** — ui — 0 in C([0,T];C~'/?>7%/2) ass., as
k — oo. The results for the other terms are similar. Thus we obtain that sup,, _y-r jen C’?“ < 00
a.s., Ty independent of €, uy := limg_,o, ug® on [0, Tp], u = uy + uz + uz + uy as the solution to
(3.1) on [0, 7] and
sup ||u™t —ul|-, >0 a.s..
te[0,Tp]

Now we can extend the solution to the maximal solution such that

sup |[ul|-. = oco.
tel0,7)

Indeed, a similar argument as in the proof in Section 3.2 implies that there exists some T’ (C(7p))
(for simplicity we assume T} < Tp) such that for every t* € [0, Tp]

* Z+K || = 5\ OFztr
sup [(t — )T A 1o + (E 1)
tet* 4+ Ty]

[a=#(t)lls] S C(T1, C¢, C(To), lu(t) ]| --),

where u° denotes the solution starting at ¢* with initial condition @*(¢*) = u(¢*) and we can
also define u5f. Here the only difference is that K** satisfies the following equation

dK®" = (AK®" +uy")dt, K'(t*) =0,

and by a similar argument as above we obtain that there exists some v > 0 such that for every
p>1

E sup ||mo( PD/ P_suids,ui(:)) — m PD/ P_guyds, (- ))HI()?([O,T};C*% <e”,

re[0,T]

which implies that a similar convergence also holds for mo(PDK®, u5) in this case. Here we
omit superscripts for simplicity.
Therefore for t* = Ty — w we obtain the following estimate

1 (t)]15)

6+z+m

N At L
tG[T(),T()—l— 7;1 ]

< osup (= )TN E ) es + ()T
tE[To,To-i-%]

SC(TM ga C(T0)> ||u0||—z)

(5+z+n

1 (t)lls)

o4



Hence by a similar argument as above we obtain the solution u = limy_,o, a** on [Ty, To + %]
Iterating the above arguments we get that there exist the explosion time 7 > 0 and the maximal
solution u on [0, 7) such that

sup [[u(t)]-. = oo.

te[0,7)
In the following we prove u® converges to u before some random time. For L > 0 define 7, :=
inf{t : ||u(t)||-. > L} A L. Then 7y, increases to 7. Also define 75 := inf{¢ : ||u®(¢)||-. > L} AL
and p7, = inf{t : C¢(t) > L}. Then by the proof in Section 3.2 we obtain for any L, Ly, Ly > 0,

sup |lu® —ul|l-, =0 a.s.
tE[O,psLl/\TL/\TE2]

Now we have for any € > 0

P( sup ||[u®—ul_, >¢€) < P( sup |u® —ul|—. > €) + P(rp > p,) + P(te ApL, > 71,).

te[0,71] te[o,TLApELlATEQ]

Here the first term goes to zero by the above result, the second term goes to zero as L; goes to
infinity and for Lo > L 4 €

P(rp, A p%, > 71,) < P( sup |u® — ul|—. > ¢),
tE[O,TL/\psLl/\Ti2}

which goes to zero as ¢ — 0 by the above result. Thus the result follows. O

Remark 3.13 We used two different approaches and obtained the same results in Theorem
1.1 and Theorem 3.12. As we mentioned in the introduction from a philosophical perspective,
the theory of regularity structures and the paracontrolled distribution are inspired by the theory
of controlled rough paths [21], [11]. The main difficulty for this problem lies in how to define
multiplication for the unknowns. In the regularity structure theory we used an extension of the
Taylor expansion and split the unknown into elements of different orders of homogeneity (i.e.
regularity structure). Then it suffices to define the multiplications for these elements of different
orders of homogeneity. In the paracontrolled distribution method using Bony’s paraproduct we
split the unknown into good terms and bad terms (7w-(-,-)), where the singularity of the bad
term is the same as the singularity of some functional of the Gaussian field. Then by using the
commutator estimate it suffices to define the multiplication of some functionals of the Gaussian
field.

From the proof we see that the terms required to be renormalized in the two methods
are similar: The terms not including the terms with |- [; > 0 in the theory of the regularity
sturctures are the same as the associated terms in the paracontrolled distribution, while the
terms including the terms with || > 0 ( like Z,(Z,(Z(2)Z(Z))Z(E))Z(Z) and Z(Z(E))Z(Z)) are
different from the terms in the paracontrolled distributions (mg(us,u1) and mo(PDK, uy)). In
the theory of regularity structures a distribution is divided into the elements of different orders
of homogeneity. For example, the terms of good regularity ( e.g. wus) are split into constants,
polynomials and some other terms with positive order ( e.g. Z;(Zx(Z(2)Z(Z))Z(Z))). In the
paracontrolled distribution method using Bony’s paraproduct for these terms it is sufficient to
define my(+, -), which plays a similar role as the term of positive order in the regularity structure
theory.
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4 Appendix

4.1 Renormalisation for ujus

In this subsection we focus on uSu§ and prove that u”’ o u5? — 0¥ in C([0,T);C~Y/>7%) for
i,j7 =1,2,3. Now we have the following identity: for ¢t € [0,7T], 4,5 = 1,2,3

€ £,1 277_3 > t_ 2(4_ i A A N d A
() =E 3T S S [y R0 () X5 ) X k) < P e

2 i1,i2=1 k€Z3\{0} k123=k
_ 3 ¢ —|k2|?(t—s) 2
(2m)3 —|k12|2(t—s) , 1.i2 Yreyi eIk f(eks)
+ 5 Z Z i e~ IF12 kR X" (ky) ST ds
i1,i2,i3=1 k1,k2€Z3\{0}
piil(kflg)pi2i3(kz)pji3(k2)ek1
_ 3 t —|k1]2(t—s) 2
(2m)~3 —|k12|2(t—s), 1.i2 Yresi eI f(eky)
5 Z Z e 12 k12 X 52 (ky) CITE ds
i1,i2,13=1 k‘l,kz 623\{0}
Piil (klg)PiQiS(l{il)ﬁ)jig(lﬁé)ekg
=I} + I} + I}

To make it more readable we write each term corresponding to the tree notation in Section 2:

o vV, . N .
uSIuS? corresponds to  / and I, I2, I? correspond to the associated WE WD WD i

the proof of Theorem 2.16 respectively.
Term in the first chaos: First, we consider I?. We have

3
R R A I o
i1=1
where
_ 3 t —|k2|?(t—s) 2
- (2m)7? el ksl (—s) i € f(ek2)
= : Z Z X2 (ky e, e lki2?(t )Zké e ds
in.izis=1 by ks €23\ {0} ’ ’
piil(klg)pi2i3(k2)pji3(k2),
and

. om)-3 O t (k)2 L .
CRECIR Sl s gt ()" i () P k) P s = 0.
0

2 2
2 in,i3=1 kyeZ?\ {0} 2| k|
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A straightforward calculation yields that for n > 0 small enough

E|A,(I? — T2 <E[

Z / 292 e )er, " (t — ) (XM (ky) — X7 (k1))ds

2:|
11,82,i3=1

Z Z / / dsds Y 0(27k;)0(2 7)) |ajl (¢ — s)a), " (t — 5)]
=1

i1,42,03=1 4 il i = k1,k}

E[(X57 (k) — X7" (k) (X2H(K) — X7 (k)|

fEk 111213 ?
S0 b LG ([ = splage = ojas)

Here

kol (-9) £(ofe)2
212223 Ze |k12|?(t—s kzz € ‘k ‘5(8 2) pin (klz)PzQZS(km)PyzS(klz)’
2

and in the third inequality we used that for n > 0 small enough

B|(X2% (ky) — X0 (k) (X (K)) — X770 (k)]
Ly (B(XE (k) — X7 (k)22 (B)(XE (K]) — X7 ()22

fleky)? R P (s f(eky)? s
Sl = ( |(k1|12) (1 — e~ MlPE=a))y1/2( |(l<;’ |12> (1 — e~k P(E=3)))1/2
1

< ./:‘(‘C:kl)2
™~k ]?

[ [*7]t — s["V2[¢ — 5|72,

Since sup,cp |a|” exp(—a ) < C for r > 0 implies that for n > € > 0, € small enough |a“’223 (t —
)| S |t — |7t/ Zkz ‘k2|3+€, it follows that

/ |t_s|n/2|az1zzza |d8</ |t S|n/2 1— 5/2d Z |k ‘3+€ N (7; e)/

which implies that 3
B[, (12 = T3] S 20020

Moreover, by Lemma 3.11 we deduce that for e > 0 small enough

3
E[|A (IF =Y XP" o))

i1=1

kz Tl | > ¥ [ _—

11,42,i3=1 ko

2
(€—|k12\2(t—3)kiépii1 (klz)pizig (kz)pjig (k2) _ e—\k2|2(t—s) k;z pih (k2)ﬁ)i2i3 (k2>ﬁ)ji3(k2))ds
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t o= lk2l?( 5]{;2) /2 2
Nz|kl|2 . 27k )2 Z/ |k2|2 (t — s)~(=m/2gg

<yn— 624(1+277)’

(4.1)

holds uniformly over ¢ € (0, 1), which is the desired bound for I2. Here in the third inequality
we also used sup,cp |a|” exp(—a?) < C for r > 0.
Similarly, we obtain that
E[|AI?] 5 etz

Term in the third chaos: Now we focus on the bounds for I}'. Let b?l’f (t—s) =
e~ k2l (t=5) 12 Piin (k1) We obtain the following inequalities:

E|A
> > f(gk t k 2 k 2 _ T il
<2 Z Z Ze(z—qk) Z I, e~ (R HRBls=sl itz (1 g) b2 (¢ — 5)|dsds
i1,i2=14, ib=1 k k1o3=k 0
3 3 f(gk t 2 = 2 2 _
+2 3 N Y ek > I okl 5=l [k1 | (t—s)— ks * (t—5)
Z'171'2_17:/1 i/2:1 k kio3=k
b2 (t — )b,;g ;2 (t — 5)|dsds
=J! + J}

Since |bf§1’;2(t —3)| < |k12‘1,n(i_s)1,,7/2 it follows by Lemma 3.10 that for n > 0 small enough

tn
1 < —q
Jt NZG ]{Z Z HZ 1‘]{7‘2“{?12‘2 2n

ki23=k
< 0(27)
Z ka‘kg‘ |,€12‘3 o
123
<tn2q(1+2n)’

and

tn
J2 < 027k
t Nzk: ( )kuZJ;k |k1|2|k2|2|k3|2|k12|1—n|]€32|1—n

t" t"
< (29 1/2 1/2
SO TP 2, TP TP

<gnoa(+2n)

which yield the desired estimate for I!. By a similar calculation we also obtain that for n >
€ >0, v > 0 small enough,

B[ g (05 50 (1) — g 5 (1) — w52 (1) 5 S (1)) 2] S (6274220 [y — o1 e20C1+20)
(4.2)
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which by Gaussian hypercontractivity and Lemma 3.1 implies that

| (w3 ui (t1) = ug"" i () — ug"ui™ (01) + 65> ui™ ()l eosss]

SE[||(ug " u () — u§ " ui (ty) — us? ' uS (1) + ug? ' ui (ts)) HIJ)B;;/Q*"*] (4.3)

~

S(eV” + eyt — ta P12,

Thus, for every 7,57 = 1,2,3 we choose p large enough and deduce that there exists véj €
C([0,T);C~1/?79/2) such that

uy' oul? — vy in LP(Q, P,C([0,T];C1/279/%)).

Here § > 0 depending on 7, €, p can be chosen small enough. For the proof of (4.2) we only
calculate the corresponding term as in (4.1) and the other terms can be obtained similarly. It
is straightforward to calculate that for 0 <t; <ty <T

E[|A, (12 - Z Xohoet — 12 Z X5 oS

i1=1 i1=1

i Be ~lkaf*(t1-9) 8]{3 _ _ A
Z Zthl ]{;1 2 ]{21 €k1|:2/ ‘k2‘2 ( 2) (6 |k12]2(t1 s)kllzéplll(k12>

i1,02,23=1 k1
/t2 e |k2‘ t2 S f(€k2)
0 | Ko |

Pigig(k2)Pji3(k2> _ €—|k2\2(t1—s)k;2pii1 (k2>ﬁ)i2i3 (kz)pjis (k2)> ds — Z
k2

2
<€—|k12|2(t2—8) i3 P (1) P9 (Jog) P79 () — e~ 2P (t2=3) iz it () pisis (1) P kz)) ds}

3 2L i t2 ,—|k2|?(t2—s
> ST )~ S Gtz i, [T
0

11,82,i3=1 k1

+E

2

(6—|k12|2(t2—s)kgpm(klz)pizia(k2)pji3(k2) _ 6—|k22(t2—s)k;2pii1(k2)pi2i3(k2)pji3(k2)) ds

SLE+ LA+ L2+ LY,

where

t e —|k2|?(t1—s) 1 —e —|k2|?(t2—t1) )f(5k2)2
qk
> Z |/*f?1|2 ) {Z/ | o]

k1 i1,i0=1

2
(e“k12‘2(t1_s)k?zpiil(/ﬁz) . €—|k22(t1—s)k§2pii1(k2))ds]

tle ‘k2| (ta—s Ek o
503 |k; 02 k) [Z/ i \2( . (NnQ(tl‘s”fi%P“l(km
1 2

k1 11,i2=1
2
_ e—|k2\2(t1—s)k;2pii1(k2) _ e—\k12\2(t2—8)k11'22pii1(klz) + €—|k22(t2—8)k;2pii1(k2))ds}
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Yy

k1 11,02=1

to e—\k2|2(t2—5)f(5k2)2 —k19|2(to—8) 149 Dii
|/€1|2 27k1) {kZ/ | ka2 (6 2l 02 1 P (K1)

t1

2
ekl (t2=s) g2 i (/fg)) ds]

3 ] to —‘k2|2(t2—8) k 2
-€,11 Aazl € €
=E Z Z (X" (k) — X357 ( Z@ “ky) €k1/ |k2|2f( 2
0

k1 i1,i2=1

2

(e—\k12\2(t2—s)k21'2~2pii1(km) _ e—\k2|2(t2_5)k;2piil(k‘Q))dS .

It is easy to deduce the desired estimates for L}, L?, L} as for (4.1) and it is sufficient to consider
L?: for some 0 < 3y < 1/2,1 > 0 small enough, by Lemma 3.11 and interpolation we have

t
16 |k2‘ t1 S

L? NZ |k1|2 qkl Z/ |k E [[ka" A [tz — a2 (|k12|277 + |k2|27’)](t1 — S)_%nals)2

t
1 e |k‘2‘ t1 "

1-3 nﬂ() B mB 1— )
<Z \/{:1|2 q/ﬁ Z/ \/{: B |]{;1‘77( o)|t2 — 1|2 (|k1o| 7P + |ko|270) (8 — 5) " 2 ds)

<\t1 _ t2|77ﬁ0/224(1+277(1+50))7

which is the required estimate for L?.

4.2 Renormalisation for ;" u;’
In this subsection we deal with u"u3”,i,7 = 1,2,3, and prove that uj’ o u5? — 07 in
C([0,T];C~°). Recall that fori,j =1,2,3

u;l <>u§’ — u; Zugj C’;’ij,

We have the following identities:
uguy’ = L'+ L* 4 L,
where

L% :(27r)_g Z Z / / —[k12|? (t—s)—|ksa|*(t=5) . X“l(k )X“Q(k )Xﬁjl(k )XEJZ(I{:4) dsdse;

11,42,J1,J2=1 k1234=k

piil (k’lg)'lk’gpﬂl (k’34)’lk’§4

4
2 § )
Lt - It
i=1
)2 —|k1|?|s—3]|

-2 - (t—s)—|ka—k1 k
=(2m)" 2 Z Z / / k12| (t—s)—|ka—k1|*(t— f(g 12|k1|2

11,82,71,J2=1 kaga=k k1

3
F X5 (o) X5 (ky) ¢ dsdsep P (kuo )ik P9 (ky — ko )o(kg — kf2) > P95 (g ) P95 (ky)
Jjs=1

(1i3=i2,i4=i1,j3=j27j4:j1 + 1i3=i27i4=i1,j3=j17j4=j2 + 1i3=i17i4=i27j3=j2,j4=j1 + 1i3=i1,i4:i27j3=j1,j4=j2)>
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and

3 t ot 2 2, —(|k1]2+]|k2|?)|s—3|
_ k k . .
L? :(271')_6 Z Z/ / 6—|k12|2(t—s+t—s).f(5 1) f(5 2) ;3 - dsdEPm(klg)P“l(klg)
2 2, e
i1,42,J1,J2=1 k1,k2
3
Zk%(—zkﬁ) Z (piljs(kl)pjljs(k1>pi2j4(k2)pj2j4(k2) —|—PiljS(kl)]f’jﬂ:”(kl)pi2j4(/{:2)pjlj4(/{;2)),
J3,Ja=1

Here each I} corresponds to the term associated with each indicator function respectively.
To make it more readable we write each term corresponding to the tree notation in Section 2.

o VvV . . . .
u5'us? corresponds to ~ and L!, L2, I}, L3 correspond to the associated WED JWE2 WWED) Y)E0)
in the proof of Theorem 2.16 respectively.

By an easy computation we obtain that

3 3
Li=@2n)™0 Y Y f(eka) f(eha) P (ki) PP (i) KigkT3 D (P (ka) P (k) P27 (k)
11,12,J1,52=1 k1,k2 J3,j4=1
1

Pj2j4(k2) + piljg(kl)pjm(k1>]5i2j4(k2)ﬁjlj4(k2))2|k1|2“€2‘2(|]€1|2 + | k2|? + |k12|?)

{1 — o 2lk12|?t

t
2 _/ 6—2|k12|2(t—s>—<k12+|k22+|k12|2>sd8}.
2[k1o| 0

Let -
Cs(t) =L3.

Terms in the second chaos: Now we come to L?: it is sufficient to consider I} and the
desired estimates for the other terms can be obtained similarly. For ¢ > 0 small enough we
have the following inequality

E|A I
¢ optopt et
<Z Z Q(Q_q]{:)zf / / / e—\klz\Q(t—U)—|k4—k1\2(t—5)|k12(k4_k1)|
k koa=k,kb, =k, k1K, 0 Jo JOo JO
1

6—|k’12|2(t—8)—|ki;—ki|2(t—§)|k;/12(k/ — k)|

Now in the following we only estimate the term corresponding to the first characteristic function
on the right hand side of the inequality. The second term can be estimated similarly:

t t t t
BIALESS Y o2y / / / / o2l ()~ —ha [2(15) ks 2(t—0)— ka—ks (1)
0o Jo JO JO

k  koa=k,k1,k3
1

(K12 |Ka |2 3] Kal

dsds|kiz(ky — ko )kos (ks — k)|

0(2-1k)?
<€
~ Z Z K |2 ko] 2 s 2 ks |?[hy — kal'=¢|ky — K| [F12] '~ Fos]

k  koa=k,k1,k3
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0(2-1k)? L
S Z Tkal? |k4|2z|k1 k4||k1| |klzlzlks—k4||ksl ?[Fas|
=3P = |:| Qs T 1/2ZW)1/2
5 m> O e
Y S i S

k  kos=k

where in the last two inequalities we used Lemma 3.10.
Terms in the fourth chaos:
Now we consider L}. For € > 0 small enough we have the following calculations:

E|ALy|*

k1|2 +|k s—o k3|2 +k
<SS o) [/ / / / I e el
~ |k ko |?| ks | ka]?

k  ki23a=k

i, _ 1
dsdsdad0|k12k‘34|2+////e"k”Q(t_s)_|k23|2(t_”)_k34|2(t_s)_k142(t_”)
o Jo Jo Jo [ [2 1ol K |2 K |2

dsd§dad6\ k12k34]€14]€23 |:|

1
<¢€ 92—%2<
S22 T e E R R

k  ki2za=k

1
_I_
|k‘1|2|k2|2|k3|2|k4|2|k12|1_6/2|k‘34|1_6/2|k‘14|1_6/2|k23|1_6/2)

<y [22% N < Z 0(27k)> >1/2< Z (27 )> )1/2}
- |Fr[2[ ol ? s [ [ka|?| Kao [~ | ksa >~ p o R PR R |2 K 2| Fova 2 Rogs [

k1234=k

2
SE27,

where we used Lemma 3.10 in the last inequality. By a similar calculation we also get that for
e,n >0,y > 0 small enough

E[|A, w5 o uy Y (ty) — uptt o uy (ty) — ust o ust (ty) + ustt o ust) (ty
2 2 2 2 2

N(51 + 52 )|ty — to|72° (e+2m),

which together with Gaussian hypercontractivity, Lemma 3.1 and similar arguments as for (4.3)
implies that there exist vy € C([0,7];C~°),i,5 = 1,2, 3 such that for p > 1

uy' ouy? — v in LP(Q, P,C([0,T];C~°)).

Here 6 > 0 depending on 7, €, p can be chosen small enough.
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