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Abstract

We study the mixing properties of the white-forced Navier–Stokes sys-

tem in an infinite periodic pipe R × T. Assuming that the noise is suffi-

ciently non-degenerate, we prove the uniqueness of stationary measure and

polynomial mixing in the dual-Lipschitz metric. The proof combines the

coupling method with a Foiaş–Prodi type estimate and weighted growth es-

timates.
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1 Introduction

Over the past two decades, significant progress has been made in understanding
the ergodic properties of dissipative PDEs driven by white noise. Most prior
work has focused on bounded domains, where certain compactness properties–
such as compact Sobolev embeddings–and spectral properties, including the
discreteness of the spectrum of the Laplace operator, can be exploited. For
the first results, we refer to the papers [FM95, KS02, EMS01, HM06], while
subsequent developments can be found in the book [KS12] and reviews [KS17,
Deb13].

In contrast, in the case of unbounded domains, the situation is more compli-
cated, as the mentionned compactness and spectral properties no longer hold.
In this paper, we establish the first result on the ergodicity and mixing for the
Navier–Stokes (NS) system in unbounded domains perturbed by additive white-
in-time noise. More precisely, we study the dynamics of pipe flow governed by
the following damped and white-noise-driven NS system:










∂tu+ (u · ∇)u − ν∆u+ au+∇p = h+ η, (x, y) ∈ D := R× T,

div u = 0,

u|t=0 = u0,

(1.1)

where a, ν > 0 are respectively the damping parameter and the kinematic vis-
cosity, u is the velocity field, and p is the pressure. It is noteworthy that we do
not impose any restrictions on the size of the parameters a and ν. We consider
the system (1.1) in the space of divergence-free vector fields

H := {u ∈ L2(D;R2) | div u = 0} (1.2)

endowed with the inner product 〈u, v〉 and the norm ‖u‖2 := 〈u, u〉 inherited
from L2 := L2(D;R2). The external force consists of two components: h, a
deterministic function in H , and η, a noise term defined by

η(t) := ∂t

∞
∑

j=1

bjβj(t)ej , (1.3)

where {βj}∞j=1 are independent standard Brownian motions defined on a proba-
bility space (Ω,F ,Ft,P) satisfying the usual conditions (e.g., see Definition 2.25
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in [KS14]), {bj}∞j=1 are real numbers with

B0 :=

∞
∑

j=1

b2j <∞, (1.4)

and {ej}∞j=1 is an orthonormal basis in H . Under these assumptions, the equa-
tion (1.1) is globally well-posed in H and defines a Markov process.

For any m > 0, let Hm := Hm(D;R2) ∩H denote the usual Sobolev space
of divergence-free vector fields. Our main result is stated as follows.

Main Theorem. Assume that

ϕej ∈ H1, ej ∈ H2, ∀j ∈ N+ (1.5)

with ϕ(x) := log(x2 + 2), and

B1 :=

∞
∑

j=1

b2j‖ej‖2H1 <∞, Bϕ :=

∞
∑

j=1

b2j
(

‖ϕej‖2 + ‖ϕ curl ej‖2
)

<∞. (1.6)

Then, there is an integer N ≥ 1 such that the stochastic NS system (1.1) admits
a unique stationary measure µ, provided that

bj 6= 0 for 1 ≤ j ≤ N (1.7)

and h belongs to the space spanned by the family {e1, e2, . . . , eN}. Moreover, for
any q > 1, there is a constant Cq > 0 such that

∣

∣

∣

∣

E(f(u(t)))−
∫

H

f(u)µ(du)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Cq‖f‖Lip (1 + t)
−q (

1 + ‖u0‖2
)

, t ≥ 0

for any initial data u0 ∈ H and any bounded Lipschitz-continuous function
f : H → R.

The assumption that h is a linear combination of e1, e2, . . . , eN can be relaxed
to the following regularity and summability conditions:

h ∈ H1, hϕ ∈ H,

∞
∑

j=1

|〈h, ej〉|‖ej‖H1 <∞. (1.8)

However, in this case, the number N in the condition (1.7) will depend on the
convergence rate q towards the stationary measure µ. We refer to Remark 5.2
below for further details.

There are only a few works considering the problem of the uniqueness of
stationary measure and mixing for randomly forced PDEs in unbounded do-
mains. Most of these focus on Burgers-type equations perturbed by space-time
homogeneous noise, using specific features of the Burgers equation, such as the
Hopf-Cole transform, L1-contraction, and the comparison principle; see [BCK14,
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BL19, DGR21]. The methods in these papers are specific to the Burgers-type
equations and do not extend to the NS system. For the NS system with non-
homogeneous bounded noise, uniqueness and exponential mixing in unbounded
domains were established in [Ner22] via a controllability approach combined
with the asymptotic compactness of the dynamics. When the noise is white-in-
time, uniqueness and mixing results have so far been obtained only for PDEs
with local nonlinearities. In [NZ24], the stochastic complex Ginzburg–Landau
equation is studied, where the main idea of the proof is to quantitatively de-
scribe the spatial decay rate of solutions by introducing a space-time weight
function, and use the spatial decay to compensate for the loss of compactness.
In the paper [Gao24], the ideas of [NZ24] have been extended to the case of the
Kuramoto–Sivashinsky equation. As for the NS system in unbounded domains
driven by white-in-time noise, the existence of a stationary measure has been
proven in [BL06], but until now, no results on uniqueness have been available.

The proof of our Main Theorem relies on the coupling method, as described
in Section 3.1.2 in [KS12] and [Shi08], combined with weighted estimates de-
veloped in [NZ24]. Extending this approach to the case of the NS system in
the infinite periodic pipe R × T poses a significant challenge due to the inter-
play between the non-local nature of the equation and the asymptotic behavior
of solutions at infinity. To overcome this difficulty, we employ the space-time
weight function ψ introduced in [NZ24] and derive appropriate estimates for
the quantities ψ∇p and ψΠ, where p is the pressure term in the NS system
and Π is the Leray projector. These weighted estimates for non-local terms
not only enable us to establish a Foiaş–Prodi-type estimate, but also provide a
crucial estimate for the growth of weighted parabolic energy, ensuring a quan-
titative spatial decay for the trajectories. Combined with an application of the
Girsanov theorem, this enables us to verify the polynomial squeezing property,
which plays a central role in the coupling argument.

In this paper, we focus on the case of the infinite periodic pipe R × T for
the sake of simplicity. However, our method extends to the NS system in any
Poincaré type domain (i.e., a domain bounded in one direction) supplemented
with Lions boundary conditions. It should be noted, though, that the method
does not apply directly to the case of no-slip boundary conditions, as it relies
on a probabilistic linear growth estimate for the vorticity–a property that fails
under no-slip boundary conditions (see [KV14]).

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we provide a detailed
construction of the coupling processes and show how the proof of polynomial
mixing reduces to verifying recurrence and squeezing properties. Section 3 is
dedicated to deriving a growth estimate for a weighted parabolic energy func-
tional. In Section 4, we establish a Foiaş–Prodi type estimate along with growth
estimates for an auxiliary process. The recurrence and polynomial squeezing
properties are shown in Section 5. Finally, the Appendix contains the proofs of
several technical lemmas and propositions used throughout the paper.
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Notation

Let H be the space of divergence-free vector fields defined by (1.2), equipped
with the L2-inner product 〈u, v〉 and the corresponding norm ‖u‖2 := 〈u, u〉.
For any m > 0, let Hm := Hm(D;R2) ∩H be the Sobolev space of divergence-
free vector fields. We shall use the following notation.

Cb(H)−the space of bounded continuous functions f : H → R with the norm

‖f‖∞ := sup
u∈H

|f(u)|;

Lip(H)−the space of bounded Lipschitz-continuous functions f : H → R with

‖f‖Lip := ‖f‖∞ + sup
u,v∈H
u6=v

|f(u)− f(v)|
‖u− v‖ ;

BH(u,R)−the open ball in H of radius R > 0 centered at u ∈ X ;

BH(u,R)−the closure of BH(u,R);

IΓ−the indicator function of a set Γ ⊂ H .

B(H)−the Borel σ-algebra of H ;

P(H)−the set of Borel probability measures on H . For given f ∈ Cb(H) and
λ ∈ P(H), we write

(f, λ) :=

∫

H

f(u)λ(du).

For λ1, λ2 ∈ P(H), we set

‖λ1 − λ2‖∗L := sup
f∈Lip(H)

‖f‖Lip(H)≤1

|(f, λ1)− (f, λ2)|,

‖λ1 − λ2‖var := sup
Γ∈B(H)

|λ1(Γ)− λ2(Γ)| =
1

2
sup

f∈Cb(H)
‖f‖∞≤1

|(f, λ1)− (f, λ2)|.

The distribution of a random variable ξ is denoted by D(ξ). For real num-
bers a and b, we use a ∨ b to denote their maximum and a ∧ b for their mini-
mum. We denote by C, Ca, Cν , etc. positive constants that are not essential
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to the analysis, with subscripts indicating dependence on specific parameters.
For simplicity, we will frequently use the notation ., .a, .ν , etc., to indicate
inequalities that hold up to an unessential multiplicative constant, such as C,
Ca, Cν , and so on.

2 Construction of a mixing extension

Under the conditions mentioned in the previous section, the stochastic NS sys-
tem (1.1) is well-posed and defines a Markov family (ut,Pu) parameterized by
the initial condition u ∈ H . The following standard energy estimate is proved
in the Appendix:

Eu‖u(t)‖2 ≤ e−at‖u‖2 + Ca,h,B0 , t ≥ 0, (2.1)

with Eu being the expectation with respect to Pu. Let St(u, ·) be the flow issued
from u ∈ H , and define the associated Markov operators as follows:

Btf(u) :=

∫

H

f(v)Pt(u, dv), Bt : Cb(H) → Cb(H),

B
∗
t λ(Γ) :=

∫

H

Pt(u,Γ)λ(du), B
∗
t : P(H) → P(H),

where
Pt(u,Γ) := P {St(u, ·) ∈ Γ}

is the transition function. A measure µ ∈ P(H) is called stationary for the
family (ut,Pu), if B∗

t µ = µ for any t > 0. We now restate the Main Theorem
as follows.

Theorem 2.1. Under the assumptions of the Main Theorem, the family (u(t),Pu)
has a unique stationary measure µ ∈ P(H). Moreover, for any q > 1, there is
a constant Cq > 0 such that

‖B∗
t λ− µ‖∗L ≤ Cq (1 + t)

−q

(

1 +

∫

H

‖u‖2λ(du)
)

for any λ ∈ P(H).

Scheme of the proof. The proof relies on the coupling method, as described in
Section 3.1.3 of [KS12] and [Shi08]. Let us briefly outline the main ideas. Con-
sider a process (ut,Pu) in H × H , and let π1 and π2 be the projections from
H × H to the first and second component. The process (ut,Pu) is said to be
an extension of (ut,Pu), if for any u = (u, u′) ∈ H × H , the laws under Pu

of processes {π1ut}t≥0 and {π2ut}t≥0 coincide with those of {ut}t≥0 under Pu
and Pu′ , respectively. The key idea of the coupling approach is to construct an
extension (ut,Pu) that possesses recurrence and polynomial squeezing proper-
ties, as described in the following theorem.
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Theorem 2.2. Under the assumptions of the Main Theorem, for any q > 1, there
are parameters d, T > 0, an extension (ut,Pu) of (ut,Pu), and a stopping time σ
such that (ukT ,Pu) is a Markov process and the following properties hold.

1. (Recurrence) There are constants δ, C > 0 such that

Eu exp (δτd) ≤ C
(

1 + ‖u‖2 + ‖u′‖2
)

(2.2)

for any u ∈ H ×H, where

τd := inf
{

k ≥ 0 |ukT ∈ BH(0, d)×BH(0, d)
}

. (2.3)

2. (Polynomial squeezing) There are constants δ1, c > 0, which are indepen-
dent of q, such that

‖ũ(t)− ũ′(t)‖2 ≤ Cqe
−ct‖u− u′‖2 for 0 ≤ t ≤ σ, (2.4)

Pu{σ = ∞} ≥ δ1, (2.5)

Eu

(

I{σ<∞}σ
q
)

≤ Cq, (2.6)

Eu

(

I{σ<∞}

(

‖ũ(σ)‖2q + ‖ũ′(σ)‖2q
))

≤ Cq (2.7)

for any u ∈ BH(0, d)×BH(0, d), where ũt = π1ut and ũ
′
t = π2ut.

An extension is said to be mixing if it satisfies the properties in the above the-
orem. According to Theorem 3.1.7 in [KS12], the existence of a mixing extension
ensures the existence of a unique stationary measure, as well as mixing for the
semigroup B∗

kT . This, in turn, implies mixing for B∗
t by virtue of (2.1). The cri-

terion given in Theorem 3.1.7 in [KS12] guarantees the exponential mixing; the
necessary adaptations to the polynomial mixing case are done in Theorem 1.2
in [Gao24].

Construction. Let us outline the construction of a mixing extension (ut,Pu),
following the strategies developed in [Mar14] and [NZ24]. For any u, u′ ∈ H ,
let {u(t)}t≥0 and {u′(t)}t≥0 be the solutions of (1.1) with initial conditions u
and u′. Let the process {v(t)}t≥0 be the solution of the following auxiliary
problem:











∂tv +Π(v · ∇)v − ν∆v + av

+PN [Π(u · ∇)u −Π(v · ∇)v − ν∆(u− v)] = h+ η,

v|t=0 = u′,

(2.8)

where PN is the orthogonal projection inH onto the space spanned by {e1, . . . , eN},
with N ≥ 1 to be specified later, Π is the Leray projector, and we used the fact
that Π∆ = ∆ on R× T.

Let us fix a time step T > 0 to be specified later, and denote by λT (u, u
′)

and λ′T (u, u
′) the distributions of processes {v(t)}t∈[0,T ] and {u′(t)}t∈[0,T ]. By

Theorem 1.2.28 in [KS12], there is a maximal coupling (VT (u, u′),V ′
T (u, u

′)) for
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the pair of measures (λT (u, u
′), λ′T (u, u

′)) defined on some probability space

(Ω̃, F̃ , P̃). That is, we have (see Definition 1.2.21 in [KS12])

P{VT (u, u′) 6= V ′
T (u, u

′)} = ‖λT (u, u′)− λ′T (u, u
′)‖var,

and conditioned on the event {VT (u, u′) 6= V ′
T (u, u

′)}, the random variables
VT (u, u′) and V ′

T (u, u
′) are independent. Let {ṽ(t)}t∈[0,T ] and {ũ′(t)}t∈[0,T ]

be the flows of this maximal coupling. Then, the process {ṽ(t)}t∈[0,T ] is the
solution of

{

∂tṽ +Π(ṽ · ∇)ṽ − ν∆ṽ + aṽ + PN [ν∆ṽ −Π(ṽ · ∇)ṽ] = h+ Λ,

ṽ|t=0 = u′,
(2.9)

where the distribution of the process
{

∫ t

0 Λ(s)ds
}

t∈[0,T ]
is equal to that of

{∫ t

0

(η(s) − PNΠ(u · ∇)u + νPN∆u) ds

}

t∈[0,T ]

and η is defined by (1.3). Let {ũ(t)}t∈[0,T ] be the solution of

{

∂tũ+Π(ũ · ∇)ũ− ν∆ũ + aũ+ PN [ν∆ũ −Π(ũ · ∇)ũ] = h+ Λ,

ũ|t=0 = u.
(2.10)

Note that, by the uniqueness in law for the equation (2.10), we have

D({ũ(t)}t∈[0,T ]) = D({u(t)}t∈[0,T ]).

For any u, u′ ∈ H , ω ∈ Ω̃, and t ∈ [0, T ], let us define

Rt(u, u
′, ω) := ũt, R′

t(u, u
′, ω) := ũ′t.

Consider a sequence of independent copies {(Ωk,F k,Pk)}k≥0 of the probability

space (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃), and let (Ω,F ,P) denote their direct product. For any u, u′ ∈ H
and ω = (ω1, ω2, . . .) ∈ Ω, let ũ0 = u, ũ′0 = u′, and

ũt(ω) := Rs(ũkT (ω), ũ
′
kT (ω), ω

k), ũ′t(ω) := R′
s(ũkT (ω), ũ

′
kT (ω), ω

k),

where t = s+ kT , s ∈ [0, T ), and k ≥ 1. Finally, we introduce the pair

ut := (ũt, ũ
′
t).

This construction ensures that (ut,Pu) is an extension for (ut,Pu). For suit-
able choices of the parameters N and T , we will show in Section 5 that the
process (ut,Pu) is a mixing extension for (ut,Pu). To prepare for this, in Sec-
tions 3 and 4, we establish the necessary groundwork by studying some growth
estimates for energy functionals and stability properties of the stochastic NS
system (1.1).
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3 Growth estimates for solutions

The main result of this section is Proposition 3.6, which establishes a growth
estimate for the weighted energy functional:

Euψ(t) := ‖u(t)‖2 + ‖u(t)‖6 +
∫ t

0

(

‖u(s)‖2H1 + ‖u(s)‖4‖∇u(s)‖2 + ‖u(s)‖6
)

ds

+ ‖ψ(t)u(t+ 1)‖2 +
∫ t

0

(

‖ψ(s)∇u(s+ 1)‖2 + ‖ψ(s)u(s+ 1)‖2
)

ds

+ ‖w(t+ 1)‖2 +
∫ t

0

‖w(s+ 1)‖2H1ds

+ ‖ψ(t)w(t + 1)‖2 +
∫ t

0

(

‖ψ(s)∇w(s+ 1)‖2 + ‖ψ(s)w(s + 1)‖2
)

ds,

(3.1)

where u(t) is the solution of the stochastic NS system (1.1) issued from u0
and w := curlu is the corresponding vorticity. The space-time weight function
ψ is given by

ψ(t, x) := ϕ(x)

(

1− exp

(

− t

ϕ(x)

))

with ϕ(x) := log(2 + x2), where x ∈ R is the horizontal variable. The following
properties of ψ will be used throughout the paper:

(i) 0 < ψ(t, x) < ϕ(x) and ψ(0, x) = 0 for any t > 0 and x ∈ R;

(ii) the partial derivatives of ψ of order ≥ 1 are bounded;

(iii) as t, |x| → +∞, there holds ψ(t, x) → +∞.

The proof of these properties is straightforward, cf. Section 2.1 in [NZ24]. To es-
timate the energy Euψ(t), we break it down into several components, each of which
is estimated in the following four subsections. In what follows, we always assume
that the assumptions of the Main Theorem are satisfied.

3.1 L
2-estimate for the velocity field

Let us begin by estimating the L2-energy of the velocity field raised to the
power p ≥ 1:

Eup (t) := ‖u(t)‖2p +
∫ t

0

(

‖u(s)‖2p−2‖∇u(s)‖2 + ‖u(s)‖2p
)

ds. (3.2)

Proposition 3.1. There exist constants κp and Cp depending on a, ν, h,B0, p such
that the following estimate holds:

P

{

sup
t≥0

(

Eup (t)− κpt− Cp‖u0‖2p
)

≥ ρ

}

≤ Ca,ν,h,B0,p,q

E‖u0‖(2p−1)q + 1

ρ
q
2−1

for any q, ρ > 2.

9



Proof. By the Itô formula and the cancellation property of the convection term,
we have

d‖u‖2p = p‖u‖2(p−1)



2〈u, ν∆u− au+ h〉dt+ 2

∞
∑

j=1

bj〈u, ej〉dβj + B0dt





+ 2p(p− 1)‖u‖2(p−2)
∞
∑

j=1

b2j〈u, ej〉2dt.

Integrating by parts, we derive

‖u(t)‖2p +
∫ t

0

(

2pν‖∇u‖2‖u‖2(p−1) + 2ap‖u‖2p
)

ds

≤ ‖u0‖2p +
∫ t

0

p‖u‖2(p−1) (2〈u, h〉+ (2p− 1)B0) ds+Mp(t), (3.3)

where

Mp(t) := 2p

∫ t

0

‖u‖2(p−1)
∞
∑

j=1

bj〈u, ej〉dβj .

Then, by the Young inequality,

Eup (t)− Ca,ν,p‖u0‖2p ≤ Ca,ν,h,B0,pt+ Ca,ν,pMp(t), (3.4)

which implies that

Eup (t)− κpt− Ca,ν,p‖u0‖2p ≤ Ca,ν,p (Mp(t)− t)

for some positive constant κp. Therefore,

{

sup
t≥0

(

Eup (t)− κpt− Ca,ν,p‖u0‖2p
)

≥ ρ

}

⊂
{

sup
t≥0

(Mp(t)− t) ≥ ρ

Ca,ν,p

}

=

∞
⋃

n=0

{

sup
t∈[n,n+1)

(Mp(t)− t) ≥ ρ

Ca,ν,p

}

⊂
∞
⋃

n=0

{

sup
t<n+1

|Mp(t)| ≥
ρ

Ca,ν,p
+ n

}

.

An application of the Chebyshev and Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequalities fur-
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ther yields

P

{

sup
t≥0

(

Eup (t)− κpt− Ca,ν,p‖u0‖2p
)

≥ ρ

}

≤
∞
∑

n=0

P

{

sup
t<n+1

|Mp(t)| ≥
ρ

Ca,ν,p
+ n

}

≤ Ca,ν,p,q

∞
∑

n=0

E supt<n+1 |Mp(t)|q
(ρ+ n)q

≤ Ca,ν,p,q

∞
∑

n=0

E (〈Mp〉(n+ 1))
q
2

(ρ+ n)q
, (3.5)

where

〈Mp〉(t) := 4p2
∫ t

0

‖u‖4(p−1)
∞
∑

j=1

b2j〈u, ej〉2ds

is the quadratic variation of the martingaleMp. Applying the Hölder inequality,
we find that

〈Mp〉
q
2 (t) ≤ (2p)q

(∫ t

0

B0‖u‖4p−2ds

)

q
2

≤ (2p)qB
q
2
0 t

q
2−1

∫ t

0

‖u‖(2p−1)qds. (3.6)

To bound the term on the right-hand side of this inequality, we take the expec-
tation in (3.4) with the parameter p replaced by (p− 1

2 )q, yielding

E

∫ t

0

‖u‖(2p−1)qds ≤ Ca,ν,p,qE‖u0‖(2p−1)q + Ca,ν,h,B0,p,qt. (3.7)

Combining the estimates (3.5)–(3.7), we arrive at

P

{

sup
t≥0

(

Eup (t)− κpt− Ca,ν,p‖u0‖2p
)

≥ ρ

}

≤ Ca,ν,h,B0,p,q

∞
∑

n=0

E‖u0‖(2p−1)q + 1

(ρ+ n)
q
2

.

As
∞
∑

n=0

1

(ρ+ n)
q
2

≤
∫ ∞

ρ−1

1

x
q
2

dx =
2

q − 2

1

(ρ− 1)
q
2−1

.q
1

ρ
q
2−1

for q > 2, the proof is complete.

3.2 L
2-estimate for the vorticity

Next, we turn to the L2-energy of the vorticity w = curlu to the power p ≥ 1:

Eu1,p(t) := ‖w(t+ 1)‖2p

+

∫ t

0

(

‖w(s+ 1)‖2p−2‖∇w(s+ 1)‖2 + ‖w(s+ 1)‖2p
)

ds.
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Proposition 3.2. There exist constants κ1,p and C1,p depending on a, ν, h,B1, p
such that

P

{

sup
t≥0

(

Eu1,p(t)− κ1,pt− C1,p‖w(1)‖2p
)

≥ ρ

}

≤ Ca,ν,h,B1,p,q

E‖u0‖4(pq+2) + 1

ρ
q
2−1

for any q, ρ > 2.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 3.1. The equation for w is
given by

∂tw + u · ∇w − ν∆w + aw = curlh+ curl η. (3.8)

By the Itô formula and the cancellation property of the convection term,

d‖w‖2p = 2p‖w‖2(p−1)〈w, ν∆w − aw + curlh〉dt

+ p‖w‖2(p−1)



2

∞
∑

j=1

bj〈w, curl ej〉dβj +
∞
∑

j=1

b2j‖ curl ej‖2dt





+ 2p(p− 1)‖w‖2(p−2)
∞
∑

j=1

b2j〈w, curl ej〉2dt.

Integrating this equality from 1 to t+ 1, we derive

‖w(t+ 1)‖2p − ‖w(1)‖2p +
∫ t+1

1

(

2pν‖w‖2(p−1)‖∇w‖2 + 2ap‖w‖2p
)

ds

≤
∫ t+1

1

p‖w‖2(p−1) (2〈w, curlh〉+ (2p− 1)B1) ds+M1,p(t),

where

M1,p(t) := 2p

∫ t+1

1

‖w‖2(p−1)
∞
∑

j=1

bj〈w, curl ej〉dβj .

Applying the Young inequality, we find a positive constant κ1,p depending on
a, ν, h,B1, p such that

Eu1,p(t)− κ1,pt− Ca,ν,p‖w(1)‖2p ≤ Ca,ν,p (M1,p(t)− t) . (3.9)

Repeating the arguments of the proof of (3.5), we obtain

P

{

sup
t≥0

(

Eu1,p(t)− κ1,pt− Ca,ν,p‖w(1)‖2p
)

≥ ρ

}

≤ Ca,ν,p,q

∞
∑

n=0

E (〈M1,p〉(n+ 1))
q
2

(ρ+ n)q
, (3.10)
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where

〈M1,p〉(t) := 4p2
∫ t+1

1

‖w‖4(p−1)
∞
∑

j=1

b2j〈w, curl ej〉2ds

is the quadratic variation of M1,p(t). The Hölder inequality implies that

〈M1,p〉
q
2 (t) ≤ (2p)q

(∫ t+1

1

B1‖w‖4p−2ds

)

q
2

≤ (2p)qB
q
2
1 t

q
2−1

∫ t+1

1

‖w‖(2p−1)qds. (3.11)

From the inequality (3.9) with p replaced by (p − 1
2 )q and Lemma A.1 it fol-

lows that

E

∫ t

1

‖w‖(2p−1)qds ≤ Ca,ν,p,qE‖w(1)‖(2p−1)q + Ca,ν,h,B1,p,qt

≤ Ca,ν,h,B1,p,q

(

E‖u0‖4(pq+2) + t
)

, t ≥ 1. (3.12)

Combining the estimates (3.10)–(3.12), we derive

P

{

sup
t≥0

(

Eu1,p(t)− κ1,pt− Ca,ν,p‖w(1)‖2p
)

≥ ρ

}

≤ Ca,ν,h,B1,p,q

∞
∑

n=0

E‖u0‖4(pq+2) + 1

(ρ+ n)
q
2

≤ Ca,ν,h,B1,p,q

E‖u0‖4(pq+2) + 1

ρ
q
2
−1

,

which completes the proof.

3.3 Weighted estimate for the velocity field

Here we establish a growth estimate for the weighted energy of the velocity field:

Ẽuψ(t) := ‖ψ(t)u(t+ 1)‖2 +
∫ t

0

(

‖ψ(s)∇u(s+ 1)‖2 + ‖ψ(s)u(s+ 1)‖2
)

ds.

The following weighted Poincaré inequality will play an important role; its proof
is postponed to the Appendix.

Lemma 3.3. Let

Bπ := {(x, y) ∈ R× T |x2 + (y − π)2 ≤ π2},

and let g : Bπ → R be a smooth function satisfying
∫

Bπ

g(x, y)dxdy = 0. (3.13)
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Then, there is a constant C > 0 such that

‖∂xψ(t)g‖ ≤ C‖∇g‖ for t ≥ 0.

Proposition 3.4. There exist constants κ̃, γ̃, C̃ depending on a, ν, h,B1,Bϕ such
that for any q, ρ > 2,

P

{

sup
t≥0

(

Ẽuψ(t)− κ̃t− C̃
(

1 + ‖u0‖6 + ‖w(1)‖4
)

)

≥ ρ

}

≤ Ca,ν,h,B1,q

(

E‖u0‖8(q+1) + 1
)

(

e−γ̃ρ +
1

ρ
q
2−1

)

.

Proof. To simplify the notation, let us write ψ̃(t+1) := ψ(t). By the Itô formula,

d‖ψ̃u‖2 = 2〈∂tψ̃u, ψ̃u〉+ 2〈ψ̃u, ψ̃(−(u · ∇)u + ν∆u− au+ h−∇p)〉dt

+ dMψ̃(t) +

∞
∑

j=1

b2j‖ψ̃ej‖2dt, (3.14)

where

Mψ̃(t) := 2

∫ t+1

1

∞
∑

j=1

bj〈ψ̃u, ψ̃ej〉dβj .

For the nonlinear convection term, we use the property (ii) of the weight function
ψ and the Ladyzhenskaya inequality

‖f‖L4 . ‖f‖ 1
2 ‖∇f‖ 1

2 (3.15)

to derive

−〈ψ̃u, ψ̃(u · ∇)u〉 = 〈∂xψ̃ · u1, ψ̃|u|2〉
≤ C‖ψ̃u‖L4‖u‖L4‖u‖
≤ C‖ψ̃u‖ 1

2 ‖ψ̃∇u‖ 1
2 ‖u‖ 3

2 ‖∇u‖ 1
2 + C‖ψ̃u‖ 1

2 ‖u‖2‖∇u‖ 1
2

≤ δ‖ψ̃u‖2 + δ‖ψ̃∇u‖2 + C‖∇u‖2 + C
(

1 + ‖u‖6
)

, (3.16)

where δ > 0 is a small parameter to be determined. As for the pressure term,
we first choose p such that

∫

Bπ

p(x, y)dxdy = 0

and then use Lemma 3.3 to get

〈ψ̃u, ψ̃∇p〉 = −2〈ψ̃u1, ∂xψ̃p〉 ≤ ‖ψ̃u‖‖∂xψ̃p‖ ≤ C‖ψ̃u‖‖∇p‖. (3.17)

Moreover, since p satisfies

−∆p = div((u · ∇)u),
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by the Ladyzhenskaya inequality (3.15), we have

‖∇p‖ . ‖(u · ∇)u‖ . ‖u‖L4‖∇u‖L4 . ‖u‖ 1
2 ‖∇u‖‖∇2u‖ 1

2 .

Combining this with (3.17), we obtain

〈ψ̃u, ψ̃∇p〉 ≤ ‖ψ̃u‖‖u‖ 1
2 ‖∇u‖‖∇2u‖ 1

2

≤ δ‖ψ̃u‖2 + C‖u‖2‖∇u‖2 + C‖∇u‖2‖∇2u‖2

≤ δ‖ψ̃u‖2 + C‖u‖2‖∇u‖2 + C‖w‖2‖∇w‖2, (3.18)

where we also used the Young inequality and the following relation between
velocity and vorticity:

‖∇ju‖ . ‖∇j−1w‖, ∀j ≥ 1. (3.19)

Notice that
∞
∑

j=1

b2j‖ψ̃(s)ej‖2 ≤
∞
∑

j=1

b2j‖ϕej‖2 ≤ Bϕ, s ≥ 1,

due to the property (i) of the weight function ψ. Then, choosing δ := (a∧ ν)/4,
plugging the estimates (3.16) and (3.18) into the equality (3.14), integrating
the resulting inequality from 1 to t+ 1, and using Cauchy–Schwartz inequality,
we obtain

‖ψ(t)u(t+ 1)‖2 +
∫ t

0

(

ν‖ψ(s)∇u(s+ 1)‖2 + a‖ψ(s)u(s+ 1)‖2
)

ds

≤ Ca,ν

∫ t+1

1

(

‖u‖2‖∇u‖2 + ‖w‖2‖∇w‖2 + ‖u‖2H1 + ‖u‖6
)

ds

+ Ca,ν,h,Bϕ
t+Mψ̃(t).

As the quadratic variation 〈Mψ̃〉 satisfies

〈Mψ̃〉(t) = 4

∫ t+1

1

∞
∑

j=1

b2j〈ψ̃u, ψ̃ej〉2ds ≤ 4Bϕ
∫ t+1

1

‖ψ̃u‖2ds

= 4Bϕ
∫ t

0

‖ψ(s)u(s+ 1)‖2ds,

by setting γ̃′ := a
4Bϕ

, we get

Ẽuψ(t) ≤ Ca,ν
(

Eu1,2(t) + Eu1 (t) + Eu2 (t) + Eu3 (t)
)

+ Ca,ν,h,Bϕ
t+ Ca,ν

(

Mψ̃(t)−
γ̃′

2
〈Mψ̃〉(t)

)

.

For p ≥ 1, let (κp, Cp) and (κ1,p, C1,p) be the constants in Propositions 3.1 and 3.2
respectively. Define

κ̃ := Ca,ν,h,Bϕ
+ Ca,ν (κ1,2 + κ1 + κ2 + κ3) ,
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and let C̃ be such that

Ca,ν
(

C1,2‖w(1)‖4 + C1‖u0‖2 + C2‖u0‖4 + C3‖u0‖6
)

≤ C̃
(

1 + ‖u0‖6 + ‖w(1)‖4
)

.

Then

Ẽuψ(t)−κ̃t− C̃
(

1 + ‖u0‖6 + ‖w(1)‖4
)

≤ Ca,ν
(

Eu1,2(t)− κ1,2t− C1,2‖w(1)‖4
)

+ Ca,ν
(

Eu1 (t)− κ1t− C1‖u0‖2
)

+ Ca,ν
(

Eu2 (t)− κ2t− C2‖u0‖4
)

+ Ca,ν
(

Eu3 (t)− κ3t− C3‖u0‖6
)

+ Ca,ν

(

Mψ̃(t)−
γ̃′

2
〈Mψ̃〉(t)

)

.

Applying the exponential supermartingale estimate (cf. (A.57) in [KS12]) and
Propositions 3.1 and 3.2, we conclude that

P

{

sup
t≥0

(

Ẽuψ(t)− κ̃t− C̃
(

1 + ‖u0‖6 + ‖w(1)‖4
)

)

≥ ρ

}

≤ P

{

sup
t≥0

(

Eu1,2(t)− κ1,2t− C1,2‖w(1)‖4
)

≥ ρ

5Ca,ν

}

+ P

{

sup
t≥0

(

Eu1 (t)− κ1t− C1‖u0‖2
)

≥ ρ

5Ca,ν

}

+ P

{

sup
t≥0

(

Eu2 (t)− κ2t− C2‖u0‖4
)

≥ ρ

5Ca,ν

}

+ P

{

sup
t≥0

(

Eu3 (t)− κ3t− C3‖u0‖6
)

≥ ρ

5Ca,ν

}

+ P

{

sup
t≥0

(

Mψ̃(t)−
γ̃′

2
〈Mψ̃〉(t)

)

≥ ρ

5Ca,ν

}

≤ Ca,ν,h,B1,q

(

E‖u0‖8(q+1) + 1
)

(

e−γ̃ρ +
1

ρ
q
2−1

)

,

where γ̃ := γ̃′

5Ca,ν
.

3.4 Weighted estimate for the vorticity

Our next goal is to derive a growth estimate for the weighted energy of the
vorticity:

Ẽu1,ψ(t) := ‖ψ(t)w(t+ 1)‖2 +
∫ t

0

(

‖ψ(s)∇w(s + 1)‖2 + ‖ψ(s)w(s+ 1)‖2
)

ds.

Proposition 3.5. There exist constants κ̃1, γ̃1, C̃1 depending on a, ν, h,B1,Bϕ such
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that for any q, ρ > 2,

P

{

sup
t≥0

(

Ẽu1,ψ(t) − κ̃1t− C̃1(1 + ‖u0‖6 + ‖w(1)‖4)
)

≥ ρ

}

≤ Ca,ν,h,B1,q

(

E‖u0‖8(q+1) + 1
)

(

e−γ̃1ρ +
1

ρ
q
2−1

)

.

Proof. Again, we set ψ̃(t + 1) := ψ(t) and proceed as in the proof of Proposi-
tion 3.4. By the Itô formula and the equation (3.8),

d‖ψ̃w‖2 = 2〈∂tψ̃w, ψ̃w〉+ 2〈ψ̃w, ψ̃(−u · ∇w + ν∆w − aw + curlh)〉dt

+ dM1,ψ̃(t) +

∞
∑

j=1

b2j‖ψ̃ curl ej‖2dt, (3.20)

where

M1,ψ̃(t) := 2

∫ t+1

1

∞
∑

j=1

bj〈ψ̃w, ψ̃ curl ej〉dβj .

For the nonlinear convection term, we use the property (ii) of the weight function
ψ and the Ladyzhenskaya inequality (3.15) to derive

−〈ψ̃w, ψ̃u · ∇w〉 = 〈∂xψ̃u1, ψ̃w2〉
≤ C‖ψ̃w‖L4‖u‖L4‖w‖
≤ C‖ψ̃w‖ 1

2 ‖∇(ψ̃w)‖ 1
2 ‖u‖ 1

2 ‖w‖ 3
2

≤ δ‖ψ̃w‖2 + δ‖∇(ψ̃w)‖2 + C‖w‖4 + C‖u‖2‖∇u‖2

≤ δ‖ψ̃w‖2 + δ‖ψ̃∇w‖2 + C
(

1 + ‖w‖4 + ‖u‖2‖∇u‖2
)

, (3.21)

where δ > 0 is a small parameter to be determined. Moreover, by the property (i)
of the weight function ψ, we have

〈M1,ψ̃〉(t) = 4

∫ t+1

1

∞
∑

j=1

b2j〈ψ̃w, ψ̃ curl ej〉2ds ≤ 4Bϕ
∫ t+1

1

‖ψ̃w‖2ds, (3.22)

where Bϕ is given in (1.6). Taking δ := (a ∧ ν)/4, plugging (3.21) and (3.22)
into (3.20), integrating the resulting inequality from 1 to t + 1, and using the
Cauchy–Schwartz inequality, we derive

‖ψ(t)w(t+ 1)‖2 +
∫ t

0

(

‖ψ(s)∇w(s+ 1)‖2 + ‖ψ(s)w(s + 1)‖2
)

ds

≤ Ca,ν

∫ t+1

1

(

‖w‖4 + ‖u‖2‖∇u‖2
)

ds+ Ca,ν,h,Bϕ
t

+ Ca,ν

(

M1,ψ̃(t)−
γ̃′1
2
〈M1,ψ̃〉(t)

)

,
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where γ̃′1 := a
4Bϕ

. This implies

Ẽu1,ψ(t) ≤ Ca,ν
(

Eu1,2(t) + Eu2 (t+ 1)
)

+ Ca,ν,h,Bϕ
t

+ Ca,ν

(

M1,ψ̃(t)−
γ̃′1
2
〈M1,ψ̃〉(t)

)

. (3.23)

Let
κ̃1 := Ca,ν (κ1,2 + κ2) + Ca,ν,h,Bϕ

and choose C̃1 as such that

Ca,νC1,2‖w(1)‖4 + Ca,νC2‖u0‖4 + Ca,νκ2 ≤ C̃1
(

1 + ‖u0‖6 + ‖w(1)‖4
)

.

Then, we derive from (3.23) that

Ẽu1,ψ(t)− κ̃1t− C̃1
(

1 + ‖u0‖6 + ‖w(1)‖4
)

≤ Ca,ν

(

M1,ψ̃(t)−
γ̃′1
2
〈M1,ψ̃〉(t)

)

+ Ca,ν
(

Eu1,2(t)− κ1,2t− C1,2‖w(1)‖4
)

+ Ca,ν
(

Eu2 (t+ 1)− κ2(t+ 1)− C2|u0‖4
)

,

which, by the exponential supermartingale estimate, implies

P

{

sup
t≥0

(

Ẽu1,ψ(t)− κ̃1t− C̃1(1 + ‖u0‖6 + ‖w(1)‖4)
)

≥ ρ

}

≤ P

{

sup
t≥0

(

Eu1,2(t)− κ1,2t− C1,2‖w(1)‖4
)

≥ ρ

3Ca,ν

}

+ P

{

sup
t≥0

(

Eu2 (t)− κ2t− C2‖u0‖4
)

≥ ρ

3Ca,ν

}

+ P

{

sup
t≥0

(

M1,ψ̃(t)−
γ̃′1
2
〈M1,ψ̃〉(t)

)

≥ ρ

3Ca,ν

}

≤ Ca,ν,h,B1,q

(

E‖u0‖8(q+1) + 1
)

(

e−γ̃1ρ +
1

ρ
q
2−1

)

,

where γ̃1 :=
γ̃′

1

3Ca,ν
.

3.5 Estimate for the weighted parabolic energy

Finally, we combine the estimates established in Sections 3.1–3.4 to derive a
growth estimate for the weighted parabolic energy Euψ(t) defined in (3.1).

Proposition 3.6. There exist constants κ, γ, C depending on a, ν, h,B1,Bϕ such
that for any q, ρ > 2,

P

{

sup
t≥0

(

Euψ(t)− κt− C
(

1 + ‖u0‖6 + ‖w(1)‖4
))

≥ ρ

}

≤ Ca,ν,h,B1,q

(

E‖u0‖8(q+1) + 1
)

(

e−γρ +
1

ρ
q
2−1

)

.
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Proof. By definition,

Euψ(t) = Eu1 (t) + Eu3 (t) + Ẽuψ(t) + Eu1,1(t) + Ẽu1,ψ(t),

which implies

Euψ(t)− (κ1 + κ3 + κ̃+ κ1,1 + κ̃1) t

= (Eu1 − κ1t) + (Eu3 − κ3t) + (Ẽuψ(t)− κ̃t) + (Eu1,1(t)− κ1,1t) + (Ẽu1,ψ(t)− κ̃1t).

There exists a constant C depending on a, ν, h,B1 such that

Euψ(t)− (κ1 + κ3+κ̃+ κ1,1 + κ̃1)t− C
(

1 + ‖u0‖6 + ‖w(1)‖4
)

≤
(

Eu1 − κ1t− C1‖u0‖2
)

+
(

Eu3 − κ3t− C3‖u0‖6
)

+
(

Eu1,1 − κ1,1t− C1,1‖w(1)‖2
)

+
(

Ẽuψ(t)− κ̃t− C̃
(

1 + ‖u0‖6 + ‖w(1)‖4
)

)

+
(

Ẽu1,ψ(t)− κ̃1t− C̃1
(

1 + ‖u0‖6 + ‖w(1)‖4
)

)

.

Hence, setting

κ := κ1 + κ3 + κ̃+ κ1,1 + κ̃1, γ :=
γ̃ ∧ γ̃1

5
,

and applying Propositions 3.1, 3.2, 3.4, and 3.5, we conclude the proof.

As a corollary, we now establish an estimate for the distribution function of
the stopping time

τu1 := inf
{

t ≥ 0 | Euψ(t) ≥ (K + 2L)t+ 2ρ+ C
(

1 + ‖u0‖6
)}

, (3.24)

where K,C , and L are some parameters to be determined later.

Corollary 3.7. Let κ, γ, C be given in Proposition 3.6. If K ≥ κ and C ≥ C, then

P{l ≤ τu1 <∞} ≤ Ca,ν,h,B1,q

(

E‖u0‖8(q+1) + 1
)

(

e−γ(ρ+Ll) +
1

(ρ+ Ll)
q
2−1

)

for any q, ρ > 2 and L, l ≥ 0.

Proof. Note that

{l ≤ τu1 <∞} ⊂
(

{l ≤ τu1 <∞}⋂
{

‖w(1)‖ ≤ C− 1
4 (ρ+ Ll)

1
4

})

⋃

{

‖w(1)‖ > C− 1
4 (ρ+ Ll)

1
4

}

.

By the definition of τu1 ,

Euψ(τu1 ) = (K + 2L) τu1 + 2ρ+ C
(

1 + ‖u0‖6
)

≥ κτu1 + C
(

1 + ‖u0‖6 + ‖w(1)‖4
)

+ ρ+ Ll
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on the event
{l ≤ τu1 <∞}

⋂

{

‖w(1)‖ ≤ C− 1
4 (ρ+ Ll)

1
4

}

.

Therefore,

{l ≤ τu1 <∞} ⊂
{

‖w(1)‖ > C− 1
4 (ρ+ Ll)

1
4

}

⋃

{

sup
t≥0

(

Euψ(t)− κt− C
(

1 + ‖u0‖6 + ‖w(1)‖4
))

≥ ρ+ Ll

}

.

Applying Proposition 3.6 and Lemma A.1, we obtain the desired result.

We introduce another stopping time τu2 in order to control the growth of Eu1 (t):

τu2 := inf
{

t ≥ 0 | Eu1 (t) ≥ (K + L)t+ ρ+ C ‖u0‖2
}

. (3.25)

Corollary 3.8. Let κ1, C1 be the constants in Proposition 3.1. If K ≥ κ1 and
C ≥ C1, then

P {l ≤ τu2 <∞} ≤ Ca,ν,h,B0,q (E‖u0‖q + 1)
1

(ρ+ Ll)
q
2−1

for any q, ρ > 2 and L, l ≥ 0.

Proof. Notice that

Eu1 (τu2 ) = (K + L)τu2 + ρ+ C ‖u0‖2 ≥ κ1τ
u
2 + C1‖u0‖2 + ρ+ Ll

on the event {l ≤ τu2 <∞}, which implies

{l ≤ τu2 <∞} ⊂
{

sup
t≥0

(

Eu1 (t)− κ1t− C1‖u0‖2
)

≥ ρ+ Ll

}

.

Hence, an application of Proposition 3.1 yields the result.

Combining Corollaries 3.7 and 3.8, we can simultaneously control the growth
of both Euψ(t) and Eu1 (t) via the stopping time

τu := τu1 ∧ τu2 . (3.26)

Note that
{l ≤ τu <∞} ⊂ {l ≤ τu1 <∞}

⋃

{l ≤ τu2 <∞} ,
which allows to derive the following estimate for the distribution of τu.

Corollary 3.9. Let κ, γ, C be given in Proposition 3.6 and κ1, C1 in Proposi-
tion 3.1. If K ≥ κ ∨ κ1 and C ≥ C ∨ C1, then

P{l ≤ τu <∞} ≤ Ca,ν,h,B1,q

(

E‖u0‖8(q+1) + 1
)

(

e−γ(ρ+Ll) +
1

(ρ+ Ll)
q
2−1

)

for any q, ρ > 2 and L, l ≥ 0.
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4 Stability of solutions

We begin this section by establishing a Foiaş–Prodi type estimate for the NS
system (1.1). Then, we provide a growth estimate for an auxiliary process
appearing in this estimate.

4.1 Foiaş–Prodi type estimate

The Foiaş–Prodi type estimate is provided by Proposition 4.3. The following
truncated Poincaré inequality is one of the main ingredients of its proof.

Lemma 4.1. For any ǫ > 0 and A > 1, there is an integer N ≥ 1 such that

‖QNχAf‖ ≤ ǫ‖f‖
H

1
2

for f ∈ H
1
2 ,

where χA : R → [0, 1] is a smooth cut-off function satisfying

χA(x) =

{

1, x ∈ (−A,A) ,
0, x /∈ (−2A, 2A) ,

and QN := I− PN with PN the same projection as in (2.8).

See Lemma 2.1 in [NZ24] for a proof of this lemma. We will also use the
following weighted estimates, whose proof is deferred to the Appendix.

Lemma 4.2. There is a constant C > 0 such that

(i) for any f ∈ L2(R× T;R2),

‖ψ(t)Πf‖ ≤ C(‖ψ(t)f‖+ ‖f‖), t > 0;

(ii) for any u ∈ H2,

‖ψ(t)∇2u‖ ≤ C (‖∇u‖+ ‖ψ(t)∇w‖) , t > 0,

where w := curlu.

Proposition 4.3. Let g(t) := u(t)− v(t), where {u(t)}t≥0 is the solution of (1.1)
issued from u ∈ H and {v(t)}t≥0 is the solution of (2.8). Then, for any ǫ > 0,
there is a time T ≥ 1 and an integer N ≥ 1 such that

‖g(t+ T )‖2 ≤
(

‖g(s+ T )‖2 + C‖PNg(s+ T )‖2H2

)

e−a(t−s)

× exp

(

Cǫ

∫ t+T

s+T

(

‖v(r)‖2H1 + ‖ψ(r − 1)∇v(r)‖2 + ‖ψ(r − 1)v(r)‖2
)

dr

)

× exp

(

Cǫ

∫ t+T

s+T

(

‖w(r)‖2H1 + ‖ψ(r − 1)∇u(r)‖2 + ‖ψ(r − 1)∇w(r)‖2
)

dr

)

(4.1)

for any t ≥ s ≥ 0, where C > 0 is a constant depending on a, ν.
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Proof. The equation for g is given by
{

∂tg + ag +QN [Π(u · ∇)u −Π(v · ∇)v − ν∆g] = 0,

g|t=0 = u− u′.
(4.2)

Taking the inner product in H of this equation with g, we obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖g(t)‖2 + a‖g(t)‖2 = −〈g,QN [Π(g · ∇)u +Π(v · ∇)g − ν∆g]〉

=: −I1 − I2 − I3. (4.3)

To estimate I1, we decompose

I1 = 〈g,QNχAΠ(g · ∇)u〉+ 〈QNg, (1− χA)Π(g · ∇)u〉 =: I11 + I12.

To bound I11, we apply Lemma 4.1, the boundedness of the Leray projec-
tor in H

1
2 , the Kato–Ponce inequality (e.g., see Proposition 1.1 in Chapter 2

of [Tay00])

‖|∇| 12 (f1f2)‖ . ‖|∇| 12 f1‖L4‖f2‖L4 + ‖|∇| 12 f2‖L4‖f1‖L4 ,

the embedding H
1
2 →֒ L4, and the estimate (3.19) to derive

I11 ≤ Cǫ‖g‖‖(g · ∇)u‖
H

1
2

≤ Cǫ‖g‖
(

‖(g · ∇)u‖+ ‖|∇| 12 g‖L4‖∇u‖L4 + ‖|∇| 12∇u‖L4‖g‖L4

)

≤ Cǫ‖g‖‖g‖H1‖∇u‖H1 ≤ Cǫ‖g‖‖g‖H1‖w‖H1 .

To bound I12, we choose A and T sufficiently large such that

1

|ψ(t− 1, x)| ≤ ǫ

for any t ≥ T and x /∈ (−A,A) and use properties (i) and (ii) in Lemma 4.2:

I12 ≤ ǫ‖g‖‖ψ̃Π(g · ∇)u‖ ≤ Cǫ‖g‖
(

‖ψ̃(g · ∇)u‖+ ‖(g · ∇)u‖
)

≤ Cǫ‖g‖‖g‖H1

(

‖ψ̃∇u‖H1 + ‖∇u‖H1

)

≤ Cǫ‖g‖‖g‖H1

(

‖w‖H1 + ‖ψ̃∇u‖+ ‖ψ̃∇w‖
)

,

where we denote ψ̃(t) := ψ(t− 1). Therefore,

I1 ≤ Cǫ‖g‖‖g‖H1

(

‖w‖H1 + ‖ψ̃∇u‖+ ‖ψ̃∇w‖
)

. (4.4)

As for I2, we use the cancellation property of the convection term and then
decompose as in the case of I1:

I2 = 〈g,QNΠ(v · ∇)PNg〉
= 〈g,QNχAΠ(v · ∇)PNg〉+ 〈QNg, (1− χA)Π(v · ∇)PNg〉 =: I21 + I22.
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The estimates for I21 and I22 are similar to those for I11 and I12:

I21 ≤ Cǫ‖g‖‖(v · ∇)PNg‖
H

1
2
≤ Cǫ‖g‖‖∇PNg‖H1‖v‖H1

and

I22 ≤ ǫ‖g‖‖ψ̃Π(v · ∇)PNg‖ ≤ Cǫ‖g‖
(

‖ψ̃(v · ∇)PNg‖+ ‖(v · ∇)PNg‖
)

≤ Cǫ‖g‖‖∇PNg‖H1

(

‖ψ̃v‖+ ‖ψ̃∇v‖+ ‖v‖H1

)

.

Hence, we get

I2 ≤ Cǫ‖g‖‖PNg‖H2

(

‖ψ̃v‖ + ‖ψ̃∇v‖ + ‖v‖H1

)

. (4.5)

Finally, for I3, we have

−I3 = ν〈g,QN∆g〉 = −ν‖∇g‖2 − ν〈g,PN∆g〉
= −ν‖∇g‖2 − ν〈∆PNg, g〉 ≤ −ν‖∇g‖2 + ν‖∆PNg‖‖g‖. (4.6)

Plugging the estimates (4.4)–(4.6) into (4.3), we obtain

d

dt
‖g(t)‖2 + a‖g‖2 + ν‖∇g‖2 .a,ν ‖PNg‖2H2

+ ǫ‖g‖2
(

‖w‖2H1 + ‖ψ̃∇u‖2 + ‖ψ̃∇w‖2 + ‖ψ̃v‖2 + ‖ψ̃∇v‖2 + ‖v‖2H1

)

.

An application of the Gronwall inequality, together with the fact that

PNg(t) = e−a(t−s)PNg(s), (4.7)

yields (4.1).

4.2 Growth estimate for an auxiliary process

To handle the integral terms appearing in the Foiaş–Prodi type inequality (4.1),
we establish an estimate for the stopping time τv defined in (3.26), where {v(t)}
is the solution of (2.8). In what follows, we assume that the constants K and C

are sufficiently large so that Corollaries 3.9 and C.5 hold. The values of ρ and
L will be specified later in Section 5.

Proposition 4.4. There are constants γ, C > 0 and an integer N ≥ 1 depending
on a, ν, h,B1,Bϕ, L such that the following inequality holds

P{τv <∞} ≤ Ca,ν,h,B1,q

(

1 + d8(q+1)
)

(

e−γρ +
1

ρ
q
2−1

)

+
1

2

(

exp
(

Cd2eC(ρ+d
6)
)

− 1
)

1
2

(4.8)

for any q, ρ > 2, d > 0, and u, u′ ∈ BH(0, d), provided that (1.7) holds. The
constants γ, C and integer N do not depend on q, ρ, d, u, u′.
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Proof. Step 1. We begin by reducing the proof to an estimate involving a
truncated version of v. More precisely, we denote by {u(t)}t≥0 and {u′(t)}t≥0 the
solutions of the problem (1.1) starting from u and u′, and consider the truncated
processes {û(t)}t≥0, {û′(t)}t≥0, and {v̂(t)}t≥0 defined as follows: for t ≤ τ ,
where

τ := τv ∧ τu ∧ τu′

, (4.9)

they coincide with {u(t)}t≥0, {u′(t)}t≥0, and {v(t)}t≥0, and for t ≥ τ , they solve
the linear equation

∂tz + az = ν∆z. (4.10)

Then, we have

{τv <∞}
⋂

{τu = ∞}
⋂

{τu′

= ∞} ⊂ {τ v̂ <∞},

so

{τv <∞} ⊂ {τ v̂ <∞}
⋃

{τu <∞}
⋃

{τu′

<∞}. (4.11)

Let γ be as in Corollaries 3.9 and C.5. By Corollary 3.9,

P{τv <∞} ≤ P{τ v̂ <∞}

+ Ca,ν,h,B1,q

(

‖u‖8(q+1) + ‖u′‖8(q+1) + 1
)

(

e−γρ +
1

ρ
q
2−1

)

(4.12)

for any ρ > 2. Thus, estimating P{τv < ∞} requires bounding the probabil-
ity P{τ v̂ <∞}.
Step 2. We now reduce the bound on P{τ v̂ < ∞} to an estimate involving a
certain measurable transformation. Without loss of generality, we assume that
the probability space (Ω,F ,P) has the following structure: Ω := C0([0,∞);H)
is the space of continuous functions f : [0,∞) → H vanishing at t = 0, endowed
with the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets, P is the distribution
of the Wiener process

W (t) :=

∞
∑

j=1

bjβj(t)ej , (4.13)

and F is the completion of the Borel σ-algebra of Ω. Now, let N ≥ 1 be an
integer (to be specified in Step 4) and define a transformation Φu,u

′

: Ω → Ω as
follows:

ωt 7→ ωt −
∫ t

0

I{s≤τ}PN [Π(û · ∇)û−Π(v̂ · ∇)v̂ − ν∆(û − v̂)]ds. (4.14)

The pathwise uniqueness for the system (1.1) implies that

P

{

û′(t,Φu,u
′

(ω)) = v̂(t, ω) for any t ≥ 0
}

= 1. (4.15)
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Thus,

P{τ v̂ <∞} = Φu,u
′

∗ P{τ û′

<∞} ≤ P{τ û′

<∞}+ ‖P− Φu,u
′

∗ P‖var, (4.16)

where Φu,u
′

∗ P is the push-forward of P under Φu,u
′

. The probability P{τ û′

<∞}
is estimated in Corollary C.5.

Step 3. To bound the term ‖P−Φu,u
′

∗ P‖var in (4.16), we employ the strategy in
Section 3.3.3 of [KS12] based on the Girsanov theorem. We write Ω as a direct
sum:

Ω = C([0,∞); PNH)⊕ C([0,∞); QNH),

so that any ω ∈ Ω can be expressed as ω = (ω(1), ω(2)). Accordingly, the
transformation Φu,u

′

in (4.14) can be represented in the form

Φu,u
′

(ω(1), ω(2)) = (Ψu,u
′

(ω(1), ω(2)), ω(2)),

with Ψu,u
′

: Ω → C([0,∞); PNH) given by

Ψu,u
′

(ω(1), ω(2))t := ω
(1)
t +

∫ t

0

A(s;ω(1), ω(2))ds,

where
A(t) := −I{t≤τ}PN [Π(û · ∇)û−Π(v̂ · ∇)v̂ − ν∆(û − v̂)]. (4.17)

Let PN := (PN)∗P and P
⊥
N := (QN)∗P, with PN and QN being now the projec-

tions

PN : Ω :→ C0([0,∞); PNH),

QN : Ω :→ C0([0,∞); QNH).

Lemma 3.3.13 in [KS12] implies that

‖P− Φu,u
′

∗ P‖var ≤
∫

C0([0,∞);QNH)

‖Ψu,u′

∗ (PN , ω
(2))− PN‖varP⊥

N (dω(2)). (4.18)

By the Girsanov theorem, for each ω(2), we have

‖Ψu,u′

∗ (PN , ω
(2))− PN‖var

≤ 1

2

(

(

EN exp

(

6 sup
1≤j≤N

b−2
j

∫ ∞

0

‖A(t; ·, ω(2))‖2dt
))

1
2

− 1

)
1
2

,

(4.19)

provided that the Novikov condition

EN exp

(

c

∫ ∞

0

‖A(t; ·, ω(2))‖2dt
)

<∞ (4.20)

is satisfied for any c > 0 and ω(2), where EN is expectation with respect to PN .
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Step 4. To verify that the Novikov condition holds, we need to establish a
pathwise estimate for ‖g(t)‖2 up to the stopping time τ , where

g(t) := u(t)− v(t) = û(t)− v̂(t), t ∈ [0, τ).

Let C1 be the constant in (4.1). By Proposition 4.3 applied for

ǫ :=
a

4C1(K + 2L)
, (4.21)

there are T ≥ 1 and N ∈ N+ such that (4.1) holds. We consider two cases.
Case 1: τ ≤ T . Using the equality (4.3), the estimate (4.6), the nonlinear
estimates

〈QNg,Π(g · ∇)u〉 = 〈QNg, (g · ∇)u〉
≤ ‖∇u‖‖g‖L4‖QNg‖L4

≤ ‖∇u‖‖g‖2L4 + ‖∇u‖‖g‖L4‖PNg‖L4

≤ C‖∇u‖‖g‖‖∇g‖+ C‖∇u‖‖g‖‖∇PNg‖
1
2 ‖∇g‖ 1

2

≤ ν

8
‖∇g‖2 + Cν‖g‖2‖∇u‖2 + Cν‖∇PNg‖2

and

〈QNg,Π(v · ∇)g〉 = 〈QNg, (v · ∇)PNg〉
≤ C‖g‖‖v‖H1‖PNg‖H2 ≤ C‖g‖2‖v‖2H1 + C‖PNg‖2H2 ,

the Gronwall inequality, and (4.7), we get

‖g(t)‖2 ≤
(

‖u− u′‖2 + Ca,ν‖PN(u− u′)‖2H2

)

× exp

(

−at+ Ca,ν

∫ t

0

(

‖u‖2H1 + ‖v‖2H1

)

ds

)

. (4.22)

By the definition of τ ,

Euψ(t) < (K + 2L)t+ 2ρ+ C (1 + ‖u‖6) ≤ (K + 2L)t+ 2ρ+ C (1 + d6), (4.23)

Evψ(t) < (K + 2L)t+ 2ρ+ C (1 + ‖u′‖6) ≤ (K + 2L)t+ 2ρ+ C (1 + d6) (4.24)

for t < τ . Hence,

‖g(t)‖2 ≤
(

‖u− u′‖2 + Ca,ν‖PN(u− u′)‖2H2

)

× exp
(

−at+ Ca,ν [(K + 2L)T + 2ρ+ C (1 + d6)]
)

. (4.25)

As

‖PN(u − u′)‖2H2 .N

N
∑

j=1

|〈u− u′, ej〉|2‖ej‖2H2 .N ‖u− u′‖2,
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it follows from (4.25) that

‖g(t)‖2 ≤ Cd2 exp(−at+ C(ρ+ d6)), (4.26)

where C is a constant depending on a, ν, h,B1,Bϕ, L.
Case 2: τ > T . Inequality (4.26) holds true for t ∈ [0, T ]. To estimate ‖g(t)‖2
over [T, τ), we apply Proposition 4.3 with same ǫ as in (4.21) and use (4.7),
(4.23), and (4.24):

‖g(t)‖2 ≤
(

‖g(T )‖2 + C1‖PNg(T )‖2H2

)

exp
(

−a(t− T ) + C1ǫ(Euψ(t) + Evψ(t))
)

≤
(

‖g(T )‖2 + C1‖PNg(T )‖2H2

)

exp

(

−a
2
t+ aT +

a(ρ+ C (1 + d6))

(K + 2L)

)

for t ∈ [T, τ). Therefore, we obtain the bound

‖g(t)‖2 ≤ Cd2 exp
(

−a
2
t+ C(ρ+ d6)

)

, t ∈ [T, τ). (4.27)

Step 5. To verify the Novikov condition (4.20), we first bound the terms on the
right-hand side of (4.17). First, integrating by parts, we get

I{t≤τ}‖PN∆(û − v̂)‖2 = I{t≤τ}

N
∑

j=1

〈∆g, ej〉2

= I{t≤τ}

N
∑

j=1

〈g,∆ej〉2 .N I{t≤τ}‖g‖2. (4.28)

To estimate the term I{t≤τ}PN [Π(û · ∇)û−Π(v̂ · ∇)v̂], we use the identity

(u · ∇)u = div(u⊗ u),

where ⊗ denotes the tensor product of vector fields:

I{t≤τ}‖PN [Π(û · ∇)û−Π(v̂ · ∇)v̂]‖2

= I{t≤τ}

N
∑

j=1

〈div (u⊗ u− v ⊗ v) , ej〉2

. I{t≤τ}

N
∑

j=1

(

〈g ⊗ u,∇ej〉2 + 〈v ⊗ g,∇ej〉2
)

. I{t≤τ}

N
∑

j=1

(

‖g‖2‖u‖2H1‖∇ej‖2H1 + ‖g‖2‖v‖2H1‖∇ej‖2H1

)

.N I{t≤τ}‖g‖2
(

‖u‖2H1 + ‖v‖2H1

)

. (4.29)

Combining (4.28) and (4.29), we derive

‖A(t)‖2 .N I{t≤τ}‖g‖2
(

1 + ‖u‖2H1 + ‖v‖2H1

)

. (4.30)
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To further estimate the terms on the right-hand side of this inequality, we use
(4.27):

∫ τ

0

‖g(t)‖2dt ≤ Cd2eC(ρ+d
6). (4.31)

Furthermore, integrating by parts, yields

∫ τ

0

‖g(t)‖2
(

‖u‖2H1 + ‖v‖2H1

)

dt

≤ Cd2eC(ρ+d6)

∫ τ

0

e−
at
2 d

∫ t

0

(

‖u‖2H1 + ‖v‖2H1

)

ds

≤ Cd2eC(ρ+d6)

(

e−
aτ
2

(

Euψ(τ) + Evψ(τ)
)

− a

2

∫ τ

0

e−
at
2

(

Euψ(t) + Evψ(t)
)

dt

)

≤ Cd2eC(ρ+d6). (4.32)

Finally, (4.31) and (4.32) imply the desired Novikov condition:

EN exp

(

c

∫ ∞

0

‖A(t; ·, ω(2))‖2dt
)

≤ exp
(

cCd2eC(ρ+d
6)
)

. (4.33)

Besides, combining the estimates (4.18), (4.19), and (4.33), we get

‖P− Φu,u
′

∗ P‖var ≤
1

2

(

exp
(

Cd2eC(ρ+d
6)
)

− 1
)

1
2

.

This, together with (4.12), (4.16), and Corollary C.5, implies (4.8).

5 Proof of Theorem 2.2

Here we establish Theorem 2.2, which, as previously mentioned, implies Theo-
rem 2.1 and, consequently, the Main Theorem.

5.1 Recurrence

Before proceeding with the verification of the recurrence property, let us show
that the Markov family (u(t),Pu) corresponding to (1.1) is irreducible. Recall
that Pt(u,Γ) := P{St(u, ·) ∈ Γ} is the transition function of (u(t),Pu).

Lemma 5.1. Let N ≥ 1 be an arbitrary fixed integer. For any R, d > 0, there
exist constants p, T > 0 depending on R, d, a, ν, h,B1 such that

PT (u0, BH(0, d)) ≥ p (5.1)

for all u0 ∈ BH(0, R), provided that (1.7) holds and h belongs to the space
spanned by the family {e1, e2, . . . , eN}.

28



Proof. Let us define
u1(t) := u(t)−Wh(t),

where Wh(t) := th+W (t) with W (t) being the Wiener process given in (4.13).
Then, u1 solves the equation

∂tu
1 +Π(u · ∇)u − ν∆u+ a(u1 +Wh) = 0.

Taking the inner product in H of this equation with u1, we get

1

2

d

dt
‖u1‖2 + a‖u1‖2 = 〈−Π(u · ∇)u+ ν∆u, u1〉 − a〈Wh, u

1〉

=: I4 + I5 + I6. (5.2)

By the cancellation property of the convection term, it follows that

I4 = −〈Π(u · ∇)u, u1〉 = 〈(u · ∇)u,Wh〉 ≤ ‖u‖2H1‖Wh‖H1 (5.3)

and

I5 = −ν〈∇u,∇u1〉 = −ν‖∇u1‖2 − ν〈∇Wh,∇u1〉
≤ −ν‖∇u1‖2 + ν‖Wh‖H1‖∇u1‖
≤ −ν

2
‖∇u1‖2 + Cν‖Wh‖2H1 (5.4)

and

I6 ≤ a‖Wh‖‖u1‖ ≤ a

2
‖u1‖2 + Ca‖Wh‖2. (5.5)

Combining (5.2)–(5.5), we obtain

d

dt
‖u1‖2 + a‖u1‖2 + ν‖∇u1‖2

≤ Ca,ν
(

‖u1‖2H1‖Wh‖H1 + ‖Wh‖3H1 + ‖Wh‖2H1

)

. (5.6)

Therefore,

d

dt
‖u1‖2 + a

2
‖u1‖2 ≤ ǫ (5.7)

on the event

ΩT,ǫ :=

{

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Wh‖H1 ≤ min

{

a ∧ ν
2Ca,ν

,

√

ǫ

2Ca,ν
,

(

ǫ

2Ca,ν

)
1
3

}}

.

This implies that

‖u1(T )‖2 ≤ Caǫ+ e−
aT
2 ‖u0‖2. (5.8)

Choosing T large and ǫ small enough, we get

u1(T ),Wh(T ) ∈ BH(0, d/2)

on ΩT,ǫ, so u(T ) ∈ BH(0, d) for any u0 ∈ BH(0, R). Notice that p := P(ΩT,ǫ) >
0, provided that (1.7) holds and h belongs to the space spanned by the family
{e1, e2, . . . , eN}. This leads to the desired estimate (5.1).
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Remark 5.2. The assumption that h belongs to the space spanned by the family
{e1, e2, . . . , eN} is required to have the positivity of P(ΩT,ǫ). It is worth not-
ing that this positivity can also be achieved under the conditions in (1.8); see
Lemma 3.1 in [NZ24] for a proof. However, in this case, the number N of non-
vanishing modes will depend on the convergence rate q, as the integerN depends
on the parameter d, which itself depends on q; see the proof of Lemma 5.5 for
further details.

Combining Lemma 5.1 with Propositions 3.6 and 4.3 and using the coupling
construction of the extension (u(t),Pu), one can deduce that this extension is
also irreducible. As the argument mirrors the proof for the complex Ginzburg–
Landau equation case (Proposition 4.2 in [NZ24]), we omit the details.

Lemma 5.3. There is an integer N ≥ 1 depending on a, ν, h,B1,Bϕ such that
for any R, d > 0, there are constants p, T > 0 depending on R, d, a, ν, h,B1,Bϕ
and satisfying

Pu{u(T ) ∈ BH(0, d)×BH(0, d)} ≥ p (5.9)

for all u ∈ BH(0, R)×BH(0, R), provided that (1.7) holds and h belongs to the
space spanned by the family {e1, e2, . . . , eN}.

From the estimate (A.1), it follows that F (u) := 1 + ‖u‖2 is a Lyapunov
function for the family (u(t),Pu). Combining this and the irreducibility property
in the previous proposition, we obtain the recurrence property (2.8), as explained
in Section 3 in [Shi08]. To summarize, we have the following result.

Proposition 5.4. There exists an integer N ≥ 1 depending on the parameters
a, ν, h,B1,Bϕ such that for any d > 0, there are constants δ, T, C > 0 depending
on d, a, ν, h,B1,Bϕ and satisfying

Eu exp(δτd) ≤ C
(

1 + ‖u‖2 + ‖u′‖2
)

for u ∈ H ×H, (5.10)

provided that (1.7) holds and h belongs to the space spanned by the family
{e1, e2, . . . , eN}. Here, the stopping time τd is defined in (2.3).

5.2 Polynomial squeezing

In this subsection, we show that the polynomial squeezing property is verified for
the extension (u(t),Pu). We continue to denote by u, u′, v, ũ, ũ′, ṽ the processes
constructed in Section 2 and by û, û′, v̂ the truncated processes appearing in the
proof of Proposition 4.3. The constants K, γ,C are such that Corollaries 3.9
and C.5 hold.

The stopping time σ in Theorem 2.2 is defined by σ := τ̃ ∧ σ1, where τ̃ :=
τ ũ ∧ τ ũ′

and
σ1 := inf{t ≥ 0 | ũ′(t) 6= ṽ(t)}.

Let us take any T > 0 and consider the events

Q′
k := {kT ≤ σ < (k + 1)T, σ1 ≥ τ̃},

Q′′

k := {kT ≤ σ < (k + 1)T, σ1 < τ̃}, k ≥ 0.
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Before verifying the polynomial squeezing property for σ, we prove the following
lemma.

Lemma 5.5. There exists an integer N ≥ 1 depending on the parameters a, ν, h,B1,Bϕ
and a universal constant L > 0 such that for any q > 1, there are constants
d, T, ρ > 0 depending on q, a, ν, h,B1,Bϕ and satisfying

Pu(Q′
k) ∨ Pu(Q

′′

k ) ≤
q − 1

2q
(k + 1)−4q, k ≥ 0

for any u ∈ BH(0, d)×BH(0, d), provided that (1.7) holds.

Proof. Step 1: estimate for Pu(Q′
k). Applying Corollary 3.9 and taking d ≤ 1,

we have

Pu(Q′
k) ≤ Pu{kT ≤ τ̃ <∞} .q,a,ν,h,B1,Bϕ

1

(ρ+ LkT )4q
,

where by choosing ρ, T sufficiently large and L = 1, we obtain

Pu(Q′
k) ≤

q − 1

2q
(k + 1)−4q, k ≥ 0. (5.11)

Step 2: estimate for Pu(Q
′′

0 ). Using the fact that {ṽ(t)}t∈[0,T ] and {ũ′(t)}t∈[0,T ]

are flows of the maximal coupling (VT (u, u′),V ′
T (u, u

′)), we get

Pu(Q
′′

0 ) ≤ Pu{0 ≤ σ1 ≤ T } = Pu{ũ′(t) 6= ṽ(t) for some t ∈ [0, T ]}
= ‖λT (u, u′)− λ′T (u, u

′)‖var, (5.12)

where λT (u, u
′) and λ′T (u, u

′) are the distributions of {v(t)}t∈[0,T ] and {u′(t)}t∈[0,T ].
The term on the right-hand side of (5.12) is estimated as follows

‖λT (u, u′)− λ′T (u, u
′)‖var

= sup
Γ∈B(C([0,T ];H))

|P{v(·) ∈ Γ} − P{u′(·) ∈ Γ}|

≤ P{τ <∞}+ sup
Γ∈B(C([0,T ];H))

|P{v(·) ∈ Γ, τ = ∞}− P{u′(·) ∈ Γ, τ = ∞}|

=: P1 + P2, (5.13)

where τ is defined by (4.9). The terms P1 and P2 are estimated by

P1 ≤ P{τu <∞}+ P{τu′

<∞}+ P{τv <∞} (5.14)

and

P2 = sup
Γ∈B(C([0,T ];H))

|P{v̂(·) ∈ Γ, τ = ∞}− P{û′(·) ∈ Γ, τ = ∞}|

≤ sup
Γ∈B(C([0,T ];H))

|P{v̂(·) ∈ Γ} − P{û′(·) ∈ Γ}|

≤ ‖P− Φu,u
′

∗ P‖var, (5.15)
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where we used the definitions of û′ and v̂ and the equality (4.15), and Φu,u
′

is
the transformation in (4.14). Therefore, combining (5.12)–(5.15) with Proposi-
tion 4.4 and Corollary 3.9, we derive that

Pu(Q
′′

0 ) ≤
q − 1

4q
+
(

exp
(

Cd2eC(ρ+d
6)
)

− 1
)

1
2

, (5.16)

where C is a constant depending on a, ν, h,B1,Bϕ. Choosing d ≤ 1 sufficiently
small such that

(

exp
(

Cd2eC(ρ+d
6)
)

− 1
)

1
2 ≤ q − 1

4q
,

we conclude that

Pu(Q
′′

0 ) ≤
q − 1

2q

as desired.
Step 3: estimate for Pu(Q

′′

k ), k ≥ 1. In the case k ≥ 1, the estimate is proved
by using the Markov property and the arguments used in Step 2. We begin by
applying the Markov property:

Pu(Q
′′

k ) = Pu(Q
′′

k , σ ≥ kT ) = Eu

(

I{σ≥kT}Eu

(

IQ
′′

k
|FkT

))

≤ Eu

(

I{σ≥kT}Pu(kT ){0 ≤ σ1 ≤ T }
)

.

As in Step 2, for any u = (u, u′) ∈ H ×H ,

Pu{0 ≤ σ1 ≤ T } ≤ P{τu <∞}+ P{τu′

<∞}
+ P{τv <∞}+ ‖P− Φu,u

′

∗ P‖var.
Combining this with (4.11) and (4.16), we see that

Pu{0 ≤ σ1 ≤ T } ≤ 2Pu{τu <∞}+ 2Pu{τu
′

<∞}
+ Pu{τ û

′

<∞}+ 2‖P− Φu,u
′

∗ P‖var,
therefore,

Pu(Q
′′

k ) ≤ 2Eu

(

I{σ≥kT}‖P− Φ
ũ(kT ),ũ′(kT )
∗ P‖var

)

+ 2Eu

(

I{σ≥kT}Pu(kT ){τu <∞}
)

+ 2Eu

(

I{σ≥kT}Pu(kT ){τu
′

<∞}
)

+ Eu

(

I{σ≥kT}Pu(kT ){τ û
′

<∞}
)

=: 2I1 + 2I2 + 2I3 + I4. (5.17)

To bound the term I1, we proceed as in the proof of Proposition 4.4. Note that

Φũ(kT ),ũ′(kT )(ω)t

= ωt −
∫ t

0

I{s≤τk}PN [Π(uk · ∇)uk −Π(vk · ∇)vk − ν∆(uk − vk)]ds,
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where uk, u
′
k, vk are the solutions of (1.1) and (2.8) issued from ũ(kT ), ũ′(kT ),

and ũ′(kT ), and τk := τuk ∧ τu′

k ∧ τvk . In view of (4.18) and (4.19), we need to
study the term

∫∞

0 ‖Ak(t)‖2dt, where

Ak(t) := −I{t≤τk}PN [Π(uk · ∇)uk −Π(vk · ∇)vk − ν∆(uk − vk)].

As before, we need to get a pathwise estimate for gk(t) := uk(t)−vk(t) before τk.
Applying Proposition 4.3 with

ǫ :=
a

4C1(K + 2L)

(

1 ∧ 1

4C

)

, (5.18)

where C1 is the constant in Proposition 4.3, we find T0 ≥ 1 andN ≥ 1 depending
on a, ν, h,B1,Bϕ such that (4.1) holds. If τk ≤ T0, then by proceeding similarly
as in the derivation of (4.22),

‖gk(t)‖2 ≤ C‖gk(0)‖2 exp
(

−at+ Ca,ν

∫ t

0

(‖uk‖2H1 + ‖vk‖2H1)ds

)

, (5.19)

where C > 0 is a constant depending on a, ν, h,B1,Bϕ. Notice that by the
definition of τk,

Euk

1 (t) < (K + L)t+ ρ+ C ‖uk(0)‖2, Evk1 (t) < (K + L)t+ ρ+ C ‖vk(0)‖2
(5.20)

for any t < τk. Then, from (5.19), (5.20), and the Young inequality, it follows

‖gk(t)‖2 ≤ C‖gk(0)‖2 exp
(

−at+ C[(K + L)T0 + ρ+ ‖uk(0)‖2 + ‖vk(0)‖2]
)

≤ C‖gk(0)‖2 exp
(

−at+ a

16(K + 2L)
(‖ũ(kT )‖6 + ‖ṽ(kT )‖6)

)

,

(5.21)

where C depends on q, a, ν, h,B1,Bϕ. If τk > T0, it is clear that (5.21) holds up
to T0. Therefore, by Proposition 4.3 with ǫ given by (5.18), the definition of τk,
and (5.21), we have

‖gk(t)‖2 ≤ C‖gk(T0)‖2 exp
(

−at
2

+
a

16(K + 2L)
[‖uk(0)‖6 + ‖vk(0)‖6)]

)

≤ C‖gk(0)‖2 exp
(

−at
2

+
a

8(K + 2L)
[‖ũ(kT )‖6 + ‖ṽ(kT )‖6)]

)

.

(5.22)

On the other hand, due to the definition of E ũψ,

‖ũ(kT )‖6 ≤ E ũψ(kT ) ≤ (K + 2L)kT + 2ρ+ C (1 + d6), (5.23)

‖ṽ(kT )‖6 ≤ E ṽψ(kT ) ≤ (K + 2L)kT + 2ρ+ C (1 + d6), (5.24)
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and

‖gk(0)‖2 = ‖ũ(kT )− ṽ(kT )‖2 ≤ Cd2 exp
(

−a
2
kT + C(ρ+ d6)

)

(5.25)

on {σ ≥ kT }. Hence, by combining the estimates (5.21)–(5.25), we infer

‖gk(t)‖2 ≤ Cd2 exp
(

−a
4
kT − a

2
t+ Cd6

)

(5.26)

for any t ∈ [0, τk) with the constant C > 0 depending on q, a, ν, h,B1,Bϕ. More-
over, as in (4.30),

‖Ak(t)‖2 ≤ CI{t≤τk}‖gk‖2
(

1 + ‖uk‖2H1 + ‖vk‖2H1

)

, (5.27)

where by (5.20), (5.23), (5.24), and the definition of E ũψ,
∫ t

0

(‖uk‖2H1+‖vk‖2H1)ds ≤ Euk

1 (t) + Evk1 (t)

≤ 2(K + L)t+ 2ρ+ C (‖ũ(kT )‖2 + ‖ṽ(kT )‖2)
≤ 2(K + L)t+ 2ρ+ C (E ũψ(kT ) + E ṽψ(kT ))
≤ 2(K + L)t+ 2ρ+ C [2(K + 2L)kT + 4ρ+ 2C (1 + d6)]

≤ C(t+ kT + d6) + C

≤ C(1 + kT + d6)(1 + t) (5.28)

for t < τk. Proceeding similarly as in the derivation of the estimates (4.31)
and (4.32) combined with an application of (5.27) and (5.28),

∫ ∞

0

‖Ak(t)‖2dt ≤ Cd2eCd
6

e−
akT
8 (5.29)

on the event {σ ≥ kT }. Hence,

I1 ≤
(

exp
(

Cd2eCd
6

e−
akT
8

)

− 1
)

1
2

.

We choose d < 1 so small that

Cd := Cd2eCd
6 ≤ 1.

Note that there is a constant c > 0 such that ex − 1 ≤ cx for any x ∈ (0, 1).
Then, by choosing T ≥ 16

a
, we derive

I1 .
√

Cde
−k .q

√

Cd(k + 1)−4q,

which implies

I1 ≤ q − 1

16q
(k + 1)−4q, (5.30)
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provided that d is sufficiently small. Next, we bound the terms I2, I3, I4 in (5.17).
For I2, we apply the Markov property:

I2 = Eu

(

I{σ≥kT}Pu(kT ){τu <∞}
)

≤ Eu

(

P
u(kT ){τu <∞}

)

= Eu

(

Eu

(

I{kT≤τu<∞} |FkT

))

= Pu{kT ≤ τu <∞}. (5.31)

Utilizing Corollary 3.9 and similarly choosing the constants ρ, T as in the deriva-
tion of (5.11), we obtain

I2 ≤ q − 1

16q
(k + 1)−4q. (5.32)

The terms I3, I4 are estimated similarly, with the help of Corollaries 3.9 and
C.5. This completes the proof.

We turn to the verification of properties (2.4)–(2.7). Let N ≥ 1 be such that
Lemma 5.5, along with Propositions 5.4 and 4.3, holds for ǫ as defined in (5.18).
Let q > 1 be arbitrary, and let d, T, ρ, L be the constants in Lemma 5.5. The
property (2.4) follows from the definition of σ. Applying Lemma 5.5, we obtain

Pu{σ = ∞} ≥ 1−
∞
∑

k=0

Pu{σ ∈ [kT, (k + 1)T ]} ≥ 1

2
> 0,

which establishes (2.5). To prove (2.6), we derive from Lemma 5.5 that

Eu

(

I{σ<∞}σ
q
)

≤
∞
∑

k=0

Eu

(

I{σ∈[kT,(k+1)T ]}σ
q
)

.q,T

∞
∑

k=0

(k + 1)qPu{σ ∈ [kT, (k + 1)T ]}

.q,T

∞
∑

k=0

(k + 1)−3q ≤ Cq.

Lastly, to check (2.7), using the definition of σ, we note that

Eu

(

I{σ<∞}

(

‖ũ(σ)‖2q + ‖ũ′(σ)‖2q
))

≤ CqEu(I{σ<∞}(1 + σq)) ≤ Cq.

This completes the proof of polynomial squeezing, thereby completing the proof
of Theorem 2.2.

A Moment estimates

The following lemma gathers standard a priori estimates for the stochastic NS
system (1.1); see Chapter 2 in [KS12] for more general results.
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Lemma A.1. Let u(t) be a solution of (1.1), and let w(t) be the corresponding
vorticity. Then, for any p ≥ 1, any integer m ≥ 1, and time T > 0, we have

E‖u(T )‖2p ≤ e−apTE‖u0‖2p + Ca,p,h,B0 , (A.1)

E(Eup (T ))m ≤ Ca,ν,h,B0,p,m

(

E‖u0‖4p(m+2) + Tm + 1
)

, (A.2)

E‖w(T )‖2p ≤ Ca,ν,h,B1,p,T

(

E‖u0‖4(p+2) + 1
)

, (A.3)

where Eup is defined in (3.2).

Proof. First, let us establish the estimate (A.1). Taking the expectation in (3.3)
and using the Young inequality, we get

d

dt
E‖u(t)‖2p + 2pνE‖∇u(t)‖2‖u(t)‖2p−2 + apE‖u(t)‖2p ≤ Ca,p,h,B0 .

Applying the Gronwall inequality, we arrive at the required estimate.
Next, we turn to the estimate (A.2). Note that ifX1 andX2 are non-negative

random variables, then

EXm
1 ≤ 2mE((X1 −X2)

m
I{X1≥X2}) + 2mEXm

2

≤ 2m
∫ ∞

0

P{X1 −X2 ≥ ρ
1
m }dρ+ 2mEXm

2 . (A.4)

Applying this inequality with

X1 := Eup (T ), X2 := κpT + Cp‖u0‖2p,

where κp, Cp are given in Proposition 3.1, we get

E(Eup (T ))m ≤ 2m
∫ ∞

0

P

{

sup
t≥0

(

Eup (t)− κpt− Cp‖u0‖2p
)

≥ ρ
1
m

}

dρ

+ 4m
(

Cmp E‖u0‖2pm + κmp T
m
)

.

By choosing q := 2(m+ 2) in Proposition 3.1, we obtain

E(Eup (T ))m ≤ 2mCa,ν,h,B0,p,m

(

E‖u0‖(2p−1)(2m+4) + 1
)

∫ ∞

2

1

ρ1+
1
m

dρ

+ 2m+1 + 4m
(

Cmp E‖u0‖2pm + κmp T
m
)

≤ Ca,ν,h,B0,p,m

(

E‖u0‖4p(m+2) + Tm + 1
)

as desired. Finally, to prove (A.3), we apply the Itô formula and use (3.8):

d(t‖w(t)‖2) = 2t〈w, ν∆w − aw + curlh〉dt+ dM̃1(t)

+ t

∞
∑

j=1

b2j‖ curl ej‖2dt+ ‖w‖2dt,
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where

M̃1(t) := 2

∫ t

0

s
∞
∑

j=1

bj〈w, curl ej〉dβj(s).

Notice that for any t ≤ T ,

〈M̃1〉(t) := 4

∫ t

0

s2
∞
∑

j=1

b2j〈w, curl ej〉2ds ≤ 4TB1

∫ t

0

s‖w(s)‖2ds.

By setting γ∗ := a
8TB1

and using the Young inequality, we obtain

t‖w(t)‖2 +
∫ t

0

s
(

a‖w(s)‖2 + 2ν‖∇w(s)‖2
)

ds

≤ Ca,h,B1t
2 +

∫ t

0

‖w(s)‖2ds+ M̃1(t)−
γ∗

2
〈M̃1〉(t),

which implies

t‖w(t)‖2 ≤ Ca,h,B1T
2 + CEu1 (t) + M̃1(t)−

γ∗

2
〈M̃1〉(t)

for any 0 < t ≤ T . Applying the inequality (A.4) with

X1 := t‖w(t)‖2, X2 := Ca,h,B1T
2 + CEu1 (t),

the exponential supermartingale estimate, and (A.2), we derive

E(tp‖w(t)‖2p) ≤ 2p
∫ ∞

0

P

{

sup
t≥0

(

M̃1(t)−
γ∗

2
〈M̃1〉(t)

)

≥ ρ
1
p

}

dρ

+ Ca,ν,h,B1,p,T (1 + E (Eu1 (t))p)

≤ Ca,ν,h,B1,p,T

(

1 + E‖u0‖4(p+2)
)

.

Setting t = T in this inequality, we get the desired estimate (A.3).

B Proofs of auxiliary weighted estimates

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Direct verification shows that

sup
t≥0

|∂xψ| .
1√

1 + x2
.

This, together with the Hardy inequality, gives the following estimate:

‖∂xψg‖2 .

∫

R×T

|g(x, y)|2
1 + x2

dxdy

.

∫

R×T

|g(x, y)− g(0, y)|2
x2

dxdy +

∫

R×T

|g(0, y)|2
1 + x2

dxdy

. ‖∂xg‖2 + ‖g(0, ·)‖2L2
y
.
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As g satisfies (3.13), the usual Poincaré inequality implies that

‖∂xψg‖ . ‖∇g‖+ ‖g‖H1(Bπ) . ‖∇g‖+ ‖∇g‖L2(Bπ) . ‖∇g‖. (B.1)

This completes the proof.

Proof of Lemma 4.2. By the Helmholtz decomposition, there is g ∈ H1(R×T;R)
such that

f = Πf +∇g.
Taking the divergence of this identity yields

∆g = div f.

Then, taking the weighted inner product, we get

〈ψg, ψ∆g〉 = 〈ψg, ψ div f〉,

where
−〈ψg, ψ∆g〉 = ‖ψ∇g‖2 + 2〈∂xψ∂xg, ψg〉

and
−〈ψg, ψ div f〉 = 2〈f1∂xψ, ψg〉+ 〈ψf, ψ∇g〉.

This implies
‖ψ∇g‖ . ‖∂xψg‖+ ‖ψf‖.

An application of Lemma 3.3 further yields

‖ψΠf‖ ≤ ‖ψf‖+ ‖ψ∇g‖ . ‖∇g‖+ ‖ψf‖ . ‖f‖+ ‖ψf‖,

which proves the property (i).
To prove (ii), note that the assumption div u = 0 implies that

−∆∂xu = ∂x∇⊥w.

Taking the weighted L2-inner product of this equation with ∂xu, we get

−〈ψ∂xu, ψ∆∂xu〉 = 〈ψ∂xu, ψ∂x∇⊥w〉,

where
−〈ψ∂xu, ψ∆∂xu〉 = ‖ψ∇∂xu‖2 + 2〈∂xψ∂xu, ψ∇∂xu〉

and

〈ψ∂xu, ψ∂x∇⊥w〉 = 〈curl(ψ2∂xu), ∂xw〉 = ‖ψ∂xw‖2 + 2〈∂xψ∂xu2, ψ∂xw〉.

Therefore,
‖ψ∇∂xu‖ . ‖∇u‖+ ‖ψ∇w‖.

The weighted estimate for ∇∂yu is proved in the same way.
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C Growth estimate for the truncated solution

Let {u(t)}t≥0 be the solutions of (1.1) issued from u ∈ H , and let {û(t)}t≥0 be
its truncated version as defined in Section 4.2. We denote by τ û1 , τ

û
2 , and τ û

the stopping times defined by (3.24), (3.25), and (3.26) for the process û with
non-negative parameters K,L, ρ,C to be specified later.

Proposition C.1. There are positive constants κ̂, γ̂, Ĉ depending on a, ν, h,B1,Bϕ
such that for any q, ρ > 2,

P

{

sup
t≥0

(

E ûψ(t)− κ̂t− Ĉ
(

1 + ‖u‖6 + ‖w(1)‖4
)

)

≥ ρ

}

≤ Ca,ν,h,B1,q

(

‖u‖8(q+1) + 1
)

(

e−γ̂ρ +
1

ρ
q
2−1

)

, (C.1)

where w := curlu.

Proof. By standard energy methods, we have the following estimates for the
equation (4.10):

d

dt
‖z‖2 + Ca,ν‖z‖2H1 ≤ 0,

d

dt
‖z‖6 + Ca,ν‖z‖4‖z‖2H1 ≤ 0, (C.2)

d

dt
‖ψ̃z‖2 + Ca,ν

(

‖ψ̃z‖2 + ‖ψ̃∇z‖2
)

≤ Cν‖z‖2, (C.3)

d

dt
‖wz‖2 + Ca,ν

(

‖wz‖2 + ‖∇wz‖2
)

≤ 0, (C.4)

d

dt
‖ψ̃wz‖2 + Ca,ν

(

‖ψ̃wz‖2 + ‖ψ̃∇wz‖2
)

≤ Cν‖∇z‖2, (C.5)

where we used the notation ψ̃(t+1) := ψ(t) and wz := curl z. Integrating (C.2)
from T to t+ T , we get

Ez1 (t+ T ) ≤ Ca,νEz1 (T ), Ez3 (t+ T ) ≤ Ca,νEz3 (T ). (C.6)

To estimate the weighted energy Ẽzψ, we integrate (C.3) from T +1 to t+T +1:

‖ψ̃(t+ T + 1)z(t+ T + 1)‖2 + Ca,ν

∫ t+T+1

T+1

(

‖ψ̃(s)∇z(s)‖2 + ‖ψ̃(s)z(s)‖2
)

ds

≤ ‖ψ̃(T + 1)z(T + 1)‖2 + Cν

∫ t+T+1

T+1

‖z(s)‖2ds,

which implies

Ẽzψ(t+ T ) .a,ν Ẽzψ(T ) + ‖z(T )‖2 .a,ν Ẽzψ(T ) + Ez1 (T ). (C.7)

Similarly,

Ez1,1(t+ T ) .a,ν Ez1,1(T ), Ẽz1,ψ(t+ T ) .a,ν Ẽz1,ψ(T ) + Ez1 (T ). (C.8)
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Combining the estimates (C.6)–(C.8), we derive

Ezψ(t+ T ) ≤ Ca,νEzψ(T ). (C.9)

Without loss of generality, we assume that Ca,ν > 1. Let κ, γ, C be the con-
stants in Proposition 3.6. Then, from the definition of the process û and the
estimate (C.9), it follows

E ûψ(t)− Ca,νκt−Ca,νC
(

1 + ‖u‖6 + ‖w(1)‖4
)

≤ Ca,ν sup
t≥0

(

Euψ(t)− κt− C
(

1 + ‖u‖6 + ‖w(1)‖4
))

.

Setting

κ̂ := Ca,νκ, Ĉ := Ca,νC, γ̂ :=
γ

Ca,ν

and applying Proposition 3.6, we complete the proof.

Now, literally repeating the proof of Corollary 3.7, we can derive the following
estimate for the distribution function of τ û1 .

Corollary C.2. Let κ̂, γ̂, Ĉ be given in Proposition C.1. If K ≥ κ̂ and C ≥ Ĉ,
then

P{l ≤ τ û1 <∞} ≤ Ca,ν,h,B1,q

(

‖u‖8(q+1) + 1
)

(

e−γ̂(ρ+Ll) +
1

(ρ+ Ll)
q
2−1

)

for any q, ρ > 2 and L, l ≥ 0.

To establish an estimate for the stopping time τ û2 , we need the following
result.

Proposition C.3. There exist constants κ̂1, Ĉ1 depending on a, ν, h,B0 such that

P

{

sup
t≥0

(

E û1 (t)− κ̂1t− Ĉ1‖u‖2
)

≥ ρ

}

≤ Ca,ν,h,B0,q

‖u‖q + 1

ρ
q
2−1

for any q, ρ > 2.

Proof. Applying the estimate (C.2), we obtain

E û1 (t)− Ca,νκ1t− Ca,νC1‖u‖2 ≤ Ca,ν sup
t≥0

(

Eu1 (t)− κ1t− C1‖u‖2
)

,

where κ1, C1 are given in Proposition 3.1. This yields the required estimate.

We obtain the following result using this proposition and repeating the proof
of Corollary 3.8.

Corollary C.4. Let κ̂1, Ĉ1 be given in Proposition C.3. If K ≥ κ̂1 and C ≥ Ĉ1,
then

P{l ≤ τ û2 <∞} ≤ Ca,ν,h,B0,q (‖u‖q + 1)
1

(ρ+ Ll)
q
2−1

for any q, ρ > 2 and L, l ≥ 0.
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Finally, Corollaries C.2 and C.4 directly imply the following estimate for the
distribution function of τ û.

Corollary C.5. Let κ̂, γ̂, Ĉ be given in Proposition C.1, and let κ̂1, Ĉ1 be given in
Proposition C.3. If K ≥ κ̂ ∨ κ̂1 and C ≥ Ĉ ∨ Ĉ1, then

P{l ≤ τ û <∞} ≤ Ca,ν,h,B1,q

(

‖u‖8(q+1) + 1
)

(

e−γ̂(ρ+Ll) +
1

(ρ+ Ll)
q
2−1

)

for any q, ρ > 2 and L, l ≥ 0.
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