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Abstract

We prove optimal regularity estimates in Sobolev spaces in time and space
for solutions to stochastic porous medium equations. The noise term considered
here is multiplicative, white in time and coloured in space. The coefficients are
assumed to be Holder continuous and the cases of smooth coefficients of at most
linear growth as well as \/u are covered by our assumptions. The regularity
obtained is consistent with the optimal regularity derived for the deterministic
porous medium equation in [[15}|18]] and the presence of the temporal white noise.
The proof relies on a significant adaptation of velocity averaging techniques from
their usual L' context to the natural L? setting of the stochastic case. We intro-
duce a new mixed kinetic/mild representation of solutions to quasilinear SPDE
and use L? based a priori bounds to treat the stochastic term.
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1 Introduction

We establish optimal regularity estimates in time and space for solutions to the
following stochastic porous medium equation (SPME):

{@u(t, 2) = A(Ju|™ ") (t, @) + 3552, gr(a, u(t, 2))Br(t) in (0,T) x T¢
o (1)
u(0) = ug inT

where m > 1, T > 0 denotes some time horizon, d > 1, T¢ = (R/Z)¢ is the d-
dimensional torus, and uy € L**(T) for some o € [3,1], (B)r>1 is a sequence of
independent real-valued standard Wiener processes defined on some probability space
(Q,.7,P) and (g )r>1 is a sequence of Holder continuous diffusion coefficients. For
the exact conditions see Assumption [I.T] below.

Stochastic porous medium equations are well-studied models describing nonlin-
ear diffusion dynamics perturbed by noise [5,/8,24]]. Although the regularity of their
solutions has received considerable attention [|6}13]/14}/16,20,25]], so far, all known
regularity results for SPME are restricted to a degree of spatial differentiability of or-
der less or equal to one. This is in contrast with the optimal spatial regularity of the
deterministic version of (IJ) which has been derived recently by the second author and
his coauthors [15,/18]. Namely, if g, = 0, ug € L' and m > 1 then

we L™0,T; Wn—"(T?) := 0270, T; W =™ (T4).
We derive the same spatial regularity for (I)). To the best of our knowledge, this is the
first spatial regularity result which gives more than one derivative for any quasilinear
degenerate stochastic PDE.

Our estimates depend on the interplay between the growth of the diffusion coeffi-
cient and the integrability of the initial data.

Assumption 1.1. Suppose that g, € C(T? x R) and that there exists a sequence
(Ak)k>1 of non-negative numbers satisfying D := Zk21 A? < oo such that for some

o€ [3,1]
L a
1982, 0)| + [Vagi(@, o) < e (I3 Dpjr + [0 Lz )
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as well as

_1 o
[Dugi (2, 0)] < A (\vl i<t + [v] 11\v\21> )
forall z € T? and v € R.
This is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.2. Ler o € [3,1], m > 1, ug € L**(T?) and assume that gy, satisfies the
Assumption [l for this value of «.. Let u be a solution to (1)) in the sense of Definition
2.5 (Section[2.2) below. Then, for all

2
Oz € {O,—) )
m

w € L™ L™(0,T; Wo=™(T%)).

we have

Moreover, the following estimate holds:

]| L (0 m (0,1, (1)) S ol 3% + 1. (2)

Here and in the proof < denotes a bound that holds up to a multiplicative constant
that only depends on oo, m,d, D,c, and T.

The optimal time regularity for the deterministic porous medium equation (PME)
driven by an L' (in time and space) forcing term S has also been derived in [18]]. If
up € L' and the noise term > | g (x, u(t, x)) B (¢) in () is replaced by S then

w e W0, T; LN(TY)) = ﬂo w10, T; L}(T%)).
>
In the stochastic case, such strong regularity cannot be expected to hold. Due to the

low temporal regularity of the noise, the time regularity of « cannot be more than %—.
In this case, however, we can get better temporal integrability.

Theorem 1.3. Ler o € [3,1], m > 1, ug € L**(T?) and assume that gy, satisfies the
Assumption|l. 1| for this value of a. Let u be a solution to (1)) in the sense of Definition

2.5|(Section[2.2) below. Then, for all
1
O¢ € [O, 5) 5

w € LH(Q; W20, T; LY(T)).

we have

Furthermore, the following estimate holds:

HuHLl(Q;W"t’Q(O,T;Ll(Td))) 5 ||U()H%62ya + ]., (3)

where < denotes a bound that holds up to a multiplicative constant that only depends
ona,m,d,D,o, and T.



Remark 1.4. A scaling argument in Lemma (Appendix [C) suggests that the time
integrability in Theorem is optimal for (I) when g, = 0 and uy € L'(T¢) (i.e.
o= %).

Remark 1.5. The results in Theorem and Theorem still hold for random ini-
tial datum under the stochastic integrability condition, uy € L™ 1¥29(Q; L2*(T4))
required by Lemma {.4] below.

The following corollary follows from interpolating the results of Theorem |1.2|and
Theorem

Corollary 1.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem|l.2]and Theorem|I.3} we define, for
all g € (0,1)

1 1—-6

- =—+0, -—=—+ -

P m
Let 0y € [O, %) and o, € [0, %) Then, we have

u € LP (Q; W04(0, T; W=0owr(TY))

with estimate

[ll Lo (uooeaio -0 sray) S lltol| 73 + 1.
( ( (T4)))

Here and in the proof < denotes a bound that holds up to a multiplicative constant
that only depends on 0, cc, m,d, D, o, 0, and T.

The estimates in Theorem [1.2]and Theorem[1.3|cover the case gi.(z, u) = prer(x)v/u
where (eg),>1 are suitable basis functions (e.g trigonometric polynomials) and z, > 0
satisfy a decay condition, depending on the choice of e;,. Stochastic equations with /u
noise coefficients are known to play an important role in population dynamics. Most
prominently, in the linear case m = 1 and for d = 1, the stochastic heat equation with
V/u coefficients driven by space-time white noise arises as the scaling limit of inde-
pendent branching Brownian motions and describes the evolution in time and space of
the density of the so-called super-Brownian motion or Dawson—Watanabe superpro-
cess [11,23]]. At least formally, the nonlinear stochastic porous medium equation

O = A(u?) + by/u, 4)

where b is a constant and ¢ is space-time white noise, has also been derived as a scaling
limit for mean-field interacting branching processes, see [[10,[22]]. The interpretation of
u as the density of a population makes it natural to work with measure valued initial
data. We emphasize that for o« = 1/2 the estimates derived in the present work depend
only on the L! norm of the initial data and, therefore, hold uniformly over suitable
approximations of measure valued initial data.

The proofs of Theorem|[I.2]and Theorem|I.3]are based on the kinetic approach orig-
inally introduced by Lions, Perthame and Tadmor [21]] in the context of (deterministic)
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scalar conservation laws. The main idea of this method is to introduce an auxiliary vari-
able v € R and to study the so-called kinetic function x(t,z,v) := Lycyta) — Lu<o-
This amounts to applying a nonlinear discontinuous function to the solution u which
can be recovered by integrating x in v. The kinetic form for the deterministic part of

(i.e. when g, = 0) is
Orx — m|v|m_1AmX = 0yn, 5)

for some non-negative dissipation (or kinetic) measure n. The main advantage of writ-
ing the kinetic form is that (5) can be treated as a linear equation in x. The linearity
of (5) allows to use Fourier analytic techniques and to derive regularity estimates on
fv X dv by means of suitable microlocal decompositions in Fourier space. This is the
basis of the so-called averaging estimates [21},[27]] and the optimal regularity results
in [15,/18] for the PME. With this approach, the analysis of the (spatial) regularity is
limited by the presence of the kinetic measure. At least formally this measure corre-
sponds to

n = u_y|V(|u|"T u)|% (6)

In [[15,/17] it was shown that it is possible to improve the regularity for hyperbolic
and parabolic conservation laws by exploiting the finiteness of singular moments of
the kinetic measure. This control was essential to prove the optimal regularity re-
sults for the PME in [15,/18]. In particular, the finiteness of these singular moments
Ilv]""n||,;  highlights the L' space as the natural framework for the derivation of
the optimal regularity estimates for the PME. This is the setting chosen in [18] and,
therefore, the inclusion of a deterministic (time and space) L' forcing term in (3] does
not complicate the analysis.

This is fundamentally different from the inclusion of a stochastic forcing term
S gr(z, u(t, x))Bk(t) in @). In this case, the kinetic form of (T)) can be written
as follows:

— > . 1
Oix — mfo™ T Aux =Y SuvgiBi + Oo(—5G0ums + 1), 7
k=1
where G* 1= G*(z,v) = 3, lgk(w, v)|* comes from applying Itd’s formula to y.

Two fundamental problems appear in the stochastic case: Firstly, the gain of spatial
regularity from the (scaled) heat semigroup in (/) is only expected to be of first order
[8]], reflecting the L? nature of stochastic integrals and the irregularity of temporal
white noise. Secondly, the natural L2-based estimates on stochastic integrals appear
incompatible with the L' setting of the deterministic case. We next comment on both
aspects in detail.

The obstacle of gaining only one order of spatial derivative by stochastic convo-
lution has to be addressed by exploiting a priori known regularity of the noise coeffi-
cients d,—,gx in (7). In the deterministic setting, related obstacles have been overcome



using bootstrapping techniques [21]]. In order to implement such an argument in the
stochastic setting, one could attempt to rewrite the noise coefficient using the following
distributional equality[]
Su=vgk = XOugr — Ou(XGr)- ®)
Unfortunately, as x is an indicator function, it exhibits much better regularity when
measured in L' than when measured in L?, as required for stochastic integration. For
instance, if we knew a priori that Vu € Li}t’z, then bootstraping (§) would lead to
expressions like V,x = 0,—,Vu € L2, . L,. These are L,-based expressions (due to
du—v) and thus incompatible with the L>-type nature of the stochastic integral. Indeed,
VaX = 0u=Vu & L2, L2. This point is laid out in more detail in Appendix[A|below.
The first key idea of the present work is to resolve this issue by avoiding boot-
strapping arguments and instead directly exploiting a priori dissipation estimates of

the type

V(jul"?" ") € LX(Q x (0,T) x T4,  forn > 0. )
This is an L?-type estimate and, therefore, suitable for the stochastic forcing term. In
the linear Dawson—Watanabe case ('m = 1), our argument corresponds to exploiting
bounds on Vu 2" € L, . for non-negative u. It seems that this is a new idea even in
the linear context.

The proof of averaging estimates and optimal regularity in the deterministic setting
relies on the use of velocity parametrized multiplier estimates [15,/18]. These tech-
niques are incompatible with using the a priori estimate (9)); see Appendix [A] below
for a more detailed discussion. This is in contrast to the linear case of the stochastic
heat equation (m = 1), where the mild formulation can be employed

0t
utea) = Bug+ Y [ eI uls ) (s),
k=170

but in the quasilinear case (I)) no mild formulation is known. The second main idea of
the present work is the identification of a (partially) mild formulation for quasilinear
stochastic PDEs through the kinetic formulation. More precisely, we use the kinetic
form (7)) to obtain the following mixed mild-Fourier representation

u(t,z) = /Ux(t,x,v) dv

= /emvlm_lmx(o,x,v) dv

00 ¢ o (10)
£3 [emTI  s, ) s d()

k=10
Y Y

L0,V 0) g e TIAY,

'In the derivation of this identity, we use the definition of the kinetic function and the condition that
gk (z,0) = 0 from the Assumption



where .Z(0;, V., v) is the differential operator with symbol .Z(i7, £, v) := (27)(iT +
mlv|™ 1 (27)|€]?). We emphasize that the velocity integration in the stochastic integral
in (T0) has already been performed to avoid the use of velocity parametrized estimates.
In other words, this representation allows to write the stochastic forcing in terms of a
heat kernel with diffusivity frozen at the value of the solution « itself. We believe this
to be an interesting and useful observation, since it allows to “freeze the coefficients” of
the quasilinear drift without relying on any a priori continuity of the solution, which
would lead to dimensional restrictions, nor on maximal regularity arguments. In a
sense, this representation allows to consider a concept of “mild solutions” in the setting
of quasilinear stochastic PDEs. This is the second main idea of the present work.

Starting from the mixed representation (10), we can then combine Fourier ana-
lytic methods to treat the deterministic parts of (I0) with the real-analytic heat kernel
estimates of the stochastic part in (I0). The combination of these techniques into
consistent and optimal estimates is technically delicate and constitutes the third main
contribution of this work.

Remark 1.7. Assumption implies in particular that g(x,u) goes to zero as u goes
to zero. This is necessary to obtain the required control on singular moments of the
kinetic measure. Indeed, at least formally, the estimate on these singular moments is
obtained by applying Itd’s formula to the function

u |u| "t da, fore € (0,1).
Td

With an integration by parts one obtains

T
/ |u|'* d dt
0o Jrd

4me(1 T me
+M/ / IV (|u|™2" ") |? da dt
(m—|—8)2 0 Td

_ 14+

w0493 [l sentwgue) do dito

o0

el+e) [* .
+T/O /Td|u| 1Zgg(x,u)dxdt.

k=1

The singular moments of the kinetic measure correspond to the second term on the
left-hand side of (TT), i.e. |V(|u|™2 ~'w)|? for ¢ small. The decay of g, as the solu-
tion u goes to zero in Assumption [I.1]is required to control the It6’s correction term
fOT Jpa lulF7t 3002 g7 (@, u) da dt on the right-hand side of (TI). This problem does
not appear in the deterministic case [18]], where the forcing term is a deterministic L'

(time and space) function.



1.1 Structure of the paper

In Section [2] we introduce the spaces employed in this work and the notion of
kinetic solution. Two averaging lemmata (Lemma |3.3|and Lemma are derived in
Section [3] The two main regularity results (Theorem [[.2] and Theorem [I.3)) are then
obtained by applying the two lemmata to (I]) in Section ]

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation and Spaces

We fix a filtered probability space (Q, F (F) o ,IP’), carrying an infinite se-
quence of independent (%), |, 71-Wiener processes (8 (t))ren tejo,r]- Let & be the
predictable o-algebra on €2 x [0, 77 associated to (F¢) (o 19-

The short-hand ft +. 18 used for the integration over R; x Tg x R,, unless stated

otherwise. The Fourier transform in time and space .%; , over R; x T¢ for f(t,x) is
defined as follows

N

f(1.8) = Fiof(1.6) = / ft,x)e e dy dt, € € 20, T € R.
R JTd

The Fourier transform in the space variable x over T¢ (resp. time variable ¢ over R) is
denoted by .Z, (resp. %#,).

For u € R we set ul™ := |u/™ 'u. We denote by .#ry the space of signed
measures with finite total variation. For a Banach space X and ¢ € [1, oo, we endow
the Bochner—Lebesgue space L9(€2; X ) with the usual norm

1f ooy = ENF@%)7

with the usual interpretation as essential supremum for ¢ = oo. We derive regu-
larity results in an inhomogeneous Chemin—Lerner space and a vector-valued Besov
space that are suitable to treat the space and time regularity with Fourier analytic
methods. We briefly recall their definitions from [1,/18,26]. Let x : R — R be a
function whose Fourier transform is smooth and compactly supported in the annulus
{reR:27! <|r| <2} with

Zﬂl(T) = Z,&(Q_ZT) =1, VreR\{0},

l€Z lEZ

and let ¢ : R? — R be a function whose Fourier transform is smooth and compactly
supported in the annulus {£ € R? : 27 < |¢| < 2} such that

Y GO =) 27 =1, Ve RA{0}.

JEZ JEZ



Letn ;= jy forl > land 7y :== 1 — Zl21 7. Similarly, let ¢; = fj forj > 1 and
Po :=1— .-, $;. We use the notation || ~ 2' for 2 < [7] S 2"

Definition 2.1. Let .7’ be the space of tempered distributions on R, x T4 and —oo <
ki, ke < 0oand 1 < p,q < oc.

1. The inhomogeneous Chemin—Lerner space L” BJz,, is defined by
LBy, = By R x T8 = {f € & | | fllgyme, < o0}
with the norm
||f||1i§Bgfgo = SE%) anj||y;1¢jyxf”LP(Rt><’Eg)-
J=Z

where R R
F () =) f(t, €)™,

¢ezd

2. The vector-valued Besov space Bj_(R,; LP(T%)) is defined by

Byto(L8) 1= By (R LY(T8)) = { f € 7" | fllpgeequny < o0
with the norm
1 fll e, (rp) = sup 2N F T 0P f || Lo s (1) -

where

Tt ) = /R (o 2)e2 .

Remark 2.2. The spaces L? Byz and By, (L?) are Banach spaces [1,28].

The following embedding results are used to derive the two main results (Theorem
[I.2]and Theorem[I.3) from the regularity estimates obtained in the averaging lemmata
(Lemma [3.3|and Lemma [3.5]) in Section 3]

Lemma 2.3. Let k., k; > 0 and p,q € [1,00]. Then

LYBr= (R, x T4y € LP(R,; W= P(T4)),

[e o]

Bt (Ry; LP(T7)) € W(Ry; LP(Ty)),
forall o, € [0, k) and o € |0, Kk¢).

Proof. The first embedding follows from [4) page 98]. The second embedding is de-
rived using [3, Theorem 2.2.2] and [1, Section 5]. O
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2.2 Kinetic solution

Throughout this paper we work with the following definition of kinetic measure
and kinetic solution.

Definition 2.4 (Kinetic measure). A mapping n : Q — .#, ([0, 7] x T? x R), the set
of nonnegative Radon measures over [0, 7] x T?¢ x R, is said to be a kinetic measure
provided that for all o € C..([0,T) x T¢ x R), the process

/Ot /Td/Rg(s,x,v) dn(s,z,v)

Definition 2.5 (Kinetic solution). A function u € L'(Q2 x [0, T], 2, dP @ dt; L'(T?))
is called a kinetic solution to (I)) with initial datum wy if the following conditions are
satisfied:

is .#;-predictable.

e Vul™s) € L2(Q x [0,T] x T9).

e Letny : Q — ., ([0, T]xT¢xR) be defined as follows: forall ¢ € C>°([0, T]x

T?¢ x R),
T dm m+1 2
n1(¢) - /0 /Td /Rgb(taxav)au(t,x)vm VU[ 2 ](t,x) dv dzx dt.

(12)

There exists a kinetic measure n such that, for all ¢ € C>([0,7] x T? x R),

¢ > 0,itholds n(¢) > ny(¢), P-a.s. Let x = x(w,t,2,v) := Lycy(wtz) — Lo<o-

Then the pair (x,n) satisfies, for all ¢ € C>([0,T) x T¢ x R), P-a.s., the

following
T
/ / /X(t,%l))at(p(t,x,v) dv dz dt
o JrdJR
+/ /X(O,x,v)w(O,x,v) dv dx
Td JR
T
+m/ //x(t,x,v)\v\m‘lAgo(t,x,u) dv dx dt
0 JTdJR

o Jm (13)
—-3 /0 /T gu(a,u(t, 2)plt, 2, u(t, 7)) do d5i(?)

=
+/ / /Gvgo(t,x,v) dn(t,z,v)
0o JTd JR

— %/0 /]I‘d G*(x,u(t, 2))0yp(t, x,u(t, z)) dr dt.

10



The definition of a kinetic solution given in Definition includes only the con-
ditions required to prove the regularity results in Theorem [[.2] and Theorem [I.3] Ad-
ditional assumptions on the kinetic measure are needed in order to prove uniqueness
of solutions [12}/16]. Under these additional assumptions, the well-posedness of non-
negative kinetic solutions of (1)) for the case o = % in Assumptionhas been proven
in [12]] for locally %—Hélder continuous gi. The existence and uniqueness for signed
kinetic solutions of (1)) with the same type of gy is still an open problem. For the case

1

a > 1, the well-posedness for signed entropy/kinetic solutions of (I) with (1 + 4)-

Holder continuous gy for some § € (0, %] has been proven in [9].

3 Averaging Lemmata

In this section, we derive two averaging lemmata that we will use in Section [
to prove our main results (Theorem and Theorem [1.3). Here, we work with the
following notion of solution.

Definition 3.1 (Quasi-solution). Let @ be a .%;-predictable function defined on 2 x
[0, 7] x T? and let g be a function defined on R; x T¢ x R,, compactly supported in
(0,T) such that, for all p € C®(R; x T?¢ x R,), the following holds

/OTg (/]l‘d (s, w)p(s, v, 1) dx)2d3 < OO] 1

Let A, h be Radon measures on € X R, x "JI‘g x R,,. Let y be a .%,;-predictable function
defined on 2 x R, x T? x R, compactly supported in (0,7'), a.s. locally integrable
and solution, for all p € C*(R; x T¢ x R,,), P-a.s., to the following

/ / / X(t, z,v)0p(t, x,v) dv dx dt
Rt Ti v

er///X(t7$7v)|v|m1Ag0(t,x,v)dvd:pdt
R; JTd JR,

_ _Z/R /T ity @t 2)p(t, @, it 2)) da dBylt) (14)

_ /R _/Tg / olt,z,v) dh(t, z,v)
_;_/Rt /ng /U dvp(t, z,v) dh(t,x,v)

Remark 3.2. We introduce two cut-off functions in the time and velocity variable in
the kinetic formulation to prove Theorem [I.2]and Theorem [[.3]in Section 4] The
Definition [3.1]1s a modification of Definition to take into account the presence of
these cut-off functions. We use the Definition[3.1lin Lemma[3.3]and Lemma[3.5]below.

P
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The following averaging lemma is used to prove Theorem

Lemma 3.3. Assume m € (1,00), 8 > landp =1 — % Letv € (1,%2), e € (0,1),
v € (0,min(1 +¢,m)), @ > 1land 7t =1 — @ such that
1 1
v = 7(1—ew)+ew(m~l—§—y) < % (15)
Let x € Lwtm be a solution in the sense ofDeﬁnition Suppose that ék(ﬂ)V&mTH_V*

el V() € me’ (@) € L°°L2 a7 2v— 1)g (@) € Lwtxand h,ﬁsatisfy the

condition
\hl(w, t,z, 0) || "7 + |Al(w, t,z,0)|o| 7 € LLlry(Ry x TE X R,).  (16)

Ify:= [ xdvelLl,, theny e L¥ LY Bk where

2p
Kz ::—+p—e,
m—ry
m—+p (17)
b= -6

p+(1—p)(m—7)

with estimate

oo
o ~m+l
Il ez e, < lxlle, <Z|19kvum2 Tz, )
k=1

2

(Z! = ”ngHLz > (18)
(St ol il )

te[0,T

N

+ ol Rl sy + Mol Rl + 1%L

wtz

Here and in the proof < denotes a bound that holds up to a multiplicative constant
that only depends on m, p,v,€,v,w and T.

Remark 3.4. Note that if p, vy are chosen close to one and e chosen small enough, the
order of the differentiability and the integrability exponents in (17)) correspond to &,
close to % and the stochastic, time and space integrability equal to m as in Theorem

From now on, we omit the w-dependence in y and @ for notational simplicity.

Proof. We first assume that x is compactly supported with respect to v and then re-
move this qualitative condition at the end of the proof.

12



Let Z(0;, V., v) be the differential operator with symbol .2 (i7, £, v) := (27)(iT+
mv|™ " (27)|€]?). We decompose y into Littlewood—Paley blocks with respect to the
space variable. Let {¢,};>0 be defined as in Section For 5 > 0, we define the
Littlewood—Paley block of x as follows:

Xj = F; 18 FaX)-

By definition .%,x;(t, &, v) is supported on space frequency |¢| ~ 27 for j > 0 and
on [{] < 1for j = 0. In the calculations below, we assume that j > 0 unless stated
otherwise.

Then x; solves, in the sense of distributions,

.,2”((9,5, Vx,v)xj = €j + hj + Qﬁj, (19)

where the block for the stochastic integral is defined as follows

ej=F, [@jffm (Z 5av§k5k)] ;
k=1

and the blocks for / and / are defined as follows

~

hj = F s Fuhl, by = F.§Fh), (20)
respectively.

Let ¢y be a smooth function with compact support in the ball By(0) such that
Yo = 11in By(0) and ¢»; := 1 — 1)y. We consider a microlocal decomposition of
x; with regard to the degeneracy of the operator .Z(0;, V,,v) on the Fourier block
|€]> ~ 2%, For § > 0 to be specified later, we write

2% |y 2% |y
Xj:?/Jo( 5||>Xj+¢1< ;')ijixg—i—x;- (21)

From (19)), we have

22j|'U| 1 22J|U| 1
1 a—1 ar a—1 ar
Xj te ¥ ( ) ) 95,”(2'7,5,1)) b€ te v < ) f(w,f,v) bty

227 |y 1 -
F1 T 2Ol
+ et ( ) ) LT, &, v) b J

_. X;,l X X;,2 X X]1‘,3'
(22)

We have obtained the following decomposition

X Z/Xj dv:/X? dv+/le- dv:/x? dv+/X}’ldv+/x}’2dv+/x}’3dv.

13



We proceed in dividing the proof into five steps. In the first four we estimate the
velocity averages above and in the final step we interpolate all the estimates. The main
novelty relative to [|18], Proof of Lemma 4.2] is the estimate of fv X}’ldv in Step 2 below
which is based on the integral representation of the stochastic term and the control on
(9) as outlined in the Introduction. Steps 1, 3 and 4 below are identical to [[18} Proof of
Lemma 4.2 Steps 1, 2 and 3], respectively with the difference that here the estimates
are also w-dependent. By Definition and (21)), X? and X} are compactly supported
in (0,7"). Therefore, we have
/ X? dv

/X? dv

even though each XJM fori = 1,2, 3 does not need to be compactly supported in (0, 7),

we have
/le. dv /le dv
v v L1(Qx[0,T]xT4)
3
<3| [ an
i=1 v

For this reason, the norms in Steps 1, 2, 3 and 4 will be evaluated in ¢ € [0, T].

: (23)

LB(Qx[0,T]xT9)

LA (xR xTd) ‘

L1(QxRyxTe)

LY(Q2x[0,T]xT%) '

Step 1 Let 7 > 0 be arbitrary and fixed. We follow the same arguments as in [18,
Proof of Lemma 4.2 Step 1]. Since |v| < 627% on the support of ¢ (@), we may
use Minkowski’s and Holder’s inequality to get

) X; dv

22|y
/ngv :‘/¢0<6||
v Lf),i,(l) v Lf),t,x
iy
< il (530) Il v

RN (25)
2% v\
Sllg, | 1ol (52 ae
5P
N %HXHLQ’,&M-
Step 2 Let 5 > 0 be arbitrary and fixed. We define
a(v) = mlo[""", (26)

14



and the periodic heat kernel

m+n\>
O(t,z) = (4 (mn? 2ncz OXP ( t>0,
0 t < 0.

Note that X;’l in (22)) is given by

Y(t,x,v) Z/ )(t — s) x—z)m(@)

(27)
X /5a(s,y)_v§k(87 y,v)p;(z —y) dy dBi(s) dz
Yy
Let 02|24
Filt, z) := (M) Gt z, a(t, ). (28)

Recall that @ is defined on [0,7]. Using and (28)), we have for n > 0 to be
determined later

/le’l(t z,v) dv
2j
—Z/ o)t == 2y (5)
/ Oa(s)=vdk (8, Y, v)p;(z — y) dy dPi(s) dz dv (29)

—}jjﬁyx—z/"@@@@w»a—@w—yﬁu&wdywmgdz
= B(0,t —n) + B(t —n,1),

where

Bt -1 Z/%%%/l/ Dt = 5),2 — 9)Fils, ) dy diu(s) d-

B(t —n,t) Z/%m—Z/ / )(t = s), 2 — y)Fi(s,y) dy dBy(s) dz
In (29), we have splitted the s-integral into [

s€[0,t—n] and f €lt—n
the divergence in fot (t — s)~*ds which will appear in the estlmates @37, (38)), (@3) and
(44) below.

g to avoid dealing with

15



~ We provide a bound on the first term on the right-hand side of (29). Suppose that
1 is a smooth function such that ¢»; = 1 on (B1(0))° and ¢); = 0 on B%(O). We have

using Bernstein’s lemmzﬂ and It0’s isometry

HB(UJ—U)Hiz
2
(a2 / / )t = 5), 2 — y)Fels,y) dy dBi(s) dz
Litm
2
§24j/ Nt —s), 2 —y)Fi(s,y) dy dBy(s)| dx dt
t

L k=1
2

ds dz dt

=27V E /

t:pk 1
<9t / v, - 12 dsdacdtJrE/
txk:l t

where

/ (@, )t — ), — y)Fuls,y) dy

/ IV, - I1)? dsd:cdt)

(30)

T k=1

/v B(ali(s,z — y))(t — ), 9)Fiuls. z —y) dy,

22j‘/&(57 T — y)’

11 = [ tatate,r =)= 9000 () OG- )

In term 17, we have used that ¢); = 1 on the support of V F.
We denote the first and second derivative with respect to the first argument of the
periodic heat kernel ¢ by ¢, and ®,,, respectively. Let

d(t,z) = By (t, 2)t, O(t,z) 1= By (t, 2)E2 + D(t, 2).
Note that
1Dt e S 1, (31)
and
IV D(t, ) o, [Vt o, 1V D, ) o S ¢ (32)
Let
e (1 e - 22j]ﬂ(t,x)\)Va(a( ) .
Fio(t,x) :==u(t, x)| w1< 5 (. 2) la(t, )] (33)

X .&k(t Z, a(ta $>)

2The proof on R? can be found e.g. in [4, Lemma 2.1]. The proof on T¢ follows along the same
lines.
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We can use to treat the term V. - I on the right-hand side of as follows
VeI
V.. /v B(ali(s, — )t — 5),9)Fu(s, = — ) dy

22j|a(87 T — y>|

-v.. /q><a<a<sx—y>><t—s>,y>w1( ) Bt ) ay

v, // - ( (0)(t — ). y>w(27")) dv Fya(s,9) dy

= [Pl Bosan )T Bato)e = ). =g () Sl Pty dy o

of0)
[ a0V el - 9) o — )]
’U7y

, 2%\ 2% |v| sen(v
><¢1( | ’) [o]sg <)-Fk,a(8,y)dydv-

0 )

(34)
Recall that v € (3, %2). Using (26), we have
T2
/ (CL (U>>3 "U’QV dv S (272j5)7m+21/. (35)
{|v|>2-245} (a(v))

Using (33)), observe that

1Falt, ez, S 27205 ot ) Va™ . (36)

We estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (30) using the expression (34). For
this derivation, we mainly rely on the heat kernel estimates (32) and the assumption
that g, (a )VUT_”’ € L2, .. We begin estimating the first term on the right-hand side

w,t,x*
of (34). Using Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, Young’s convolution inequality, estimates

(32), (35) and (36)), we have

/mk 1/ /'”' Yoty (1) Va@(a(v)(t — 5), 2 — y)

X 1y (%M) %] "+ Fra(s,y) dy dv

/< ) 2
<E/ / / 2Vdv/ <a Y ) |v|2V
{|v|>2~ 215} {|v|>2-25} a(v)
2
<f

ds dz dt

dx dv ds dt

/ V. B(a(w)(t - 5).2 —y) - Fuals,y) dy

Y

17



e B ()

< |V, B(a(o)(t - s), >||L1E||FM< 2 do ds dt

, t=n E|| Fyq(
< (2235)2u+1/ (a'( | ’21/ /Z/ | Fe v H s di
(loj>2-2i5} (a(v t—s (37)

t—
( 2]5) 2V+1 2]6 m+21// / K ]EHFkta HL2 2 ds di
— S

< llog(m)|(278)t =m0 ZHngU 2

The second term on the right-hand side of (34)) is estimated similarly since |v| ~ 272§
on the support of 1, (2%5'”' > We have

] |

;[ 2%]p]\ 2%
wl( (J“') |”|§gn(”)-Fk,a(s,y)dydv ds dz dt (38)

/ o] " Lio,a(s (V) Va d(a(v)(t—s),x —y)|v|

T k=1

wta:

m— m+1 > o ~m+tl
S Nlog(m)|(27%8) "D =20 Tl Va7
k=1

The first term on the right-hand side of (30) is estimated using (37)) and (38)

/t
'm+1

< [log(n)|(27¥8) (=207 ZHngu :

/ V. - I” ds da dt

T k=1

(39)

wta:

The term V. - IT on the right-hand side of (30) is treated as follows

Ve 11
22j|a(87$ - y)|

= 9. [otatats. =)t =00 (FEE) 9. R ) ay

- 25
=V, - / Li0,a(s.)] (V) Oy (@(a(v)(t —5),x —y) (2 5|U|)> dv V,Fi(s,y) dy
Y,v

— / |v|_yl[o,a(5,y)](U)Vm@(a(v)(t —8),x— )a((:))’ "1 (2 j|v|) V,Fi(s,y) dy dv

18



+/ o] 71 0,a(s,)] (V) V2 ®(a(v )(t_s),x_y)‘vl—l-&-u

- (2% w|\ 2% |v|sgn(v
xwl( <5| ‘) | ’6g ( >VyFk(s,y)dyd’U.

Recall that v* < ™. Using (28), we have

(40)

Vka(t, iL‘)

- *)d}/l <221'|a((5t,x)|) 22j|ﬂ§t,w)| sen(i(t, z))

. (41)
" _1§k(t,x,ﬂ(t,z))

_(m+l_ o« 22j U t,a:
+ it ) Ty (#)\ (t,2)| "5 7 Voga(t, z alt, 7).
Note that
S @) (gulty VA (i, + 67 Vil 1)z, )

(42)

We estimate the second term on the right-hand side of (30)) using the expression (40).
For this derivation, we mainly rely on the heat kernel estimates (32)) and the assumption

that §,(2)Va"™s 7", 4" ' V(a) € L2, .- We begin estimating the first term on

the right-hand side of (0). Using Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, Young’s convolution
inequality, estimates (32)), (35) and (d2) we have

.

- (2%
X 1)y ( |v|> V., Fi(s,y) dy dv

a/(v) 2
<E/ / / |U|2ydv/ ( ) Elss
{lvfz2-215} {lolz2-205y \ 0(v)

2

dx dv ds dt

|U|_Vﬂ[0,a(s,y)] V)V, 2(a(v)(t - s),z —y)

2
ds dz dt

/V <I> v)(t —s),z—y) - V,Fi(s,y) dy

. ( t=n ||V, Fy( 2,
< (2-%g)- / @ ©) gy g / Z / IVoFid )HLI ds dt
{|v|>2-235} (@(U

m— * ~m+l ~m+tl_ o« °
< [log(n)|(27%5)! =203 ﬂ(ZHgka Py +Z||uz 7V9k||igm)‘
k=1 k=1
(43)
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The second term on the right-hand side of is estimated similarly since |v| ~ 27%§
on the support of 1/71 (%) We have

Ll

~ (2% v\ 2% |v|sen(v
%( 5' ’) | |5g ( )VyFk(Say) dy dv

/ 0] L10,a(s,) (V) V@ (a(v )(t_s),x—y)\v\_H”

2

ds dx dt

(44)

—92i \—(m—1)—2(mEL _* - o . mtl
< Jlog(n)| (2% 5)~(m-1-2 ”(legkw >
k=1

> 1
~m+tl o« o
S, )

The second term on the right-hand side of (30)) is estimated using (43) and (44

/t
m+1

m— m+1 * > ~mTl
< |log(n)[ (272 6)~(m—1—x ><legkw2 TNz, (45)
k=1

+ZWMT ” VQk”L2 >
k=1

Combining (39) and (#5]), we have obtained the following estimate for (30)

/ IV, - II” ds dz dt

T =1

—49 _ 94 —m— m+1 * m+1
1B, = s, S Nog(ml2ti(2-Ys)i-m-24 (an -2,
> ~mtl_ x o
L3 nguzgt)
< g 27 (272 g)lmme 2(metL ) (Z ||§kVﬂmT+l—7 ”L2

+Z|ﬁmT ” ng”]ﬂ >
k=1
(46)

We then provide a bound on the second term on the right-hand side of (29). Using
Young’s convolution inequality and Itd’s isometry, we have
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1B =Dl

[a= [ [otalitspe=9.2-n

x Fy(s,y) dy dBy(s) dz

1.2

w,t,x

a(i(s,y))(t — s), @ — y) Fy(s, y)dydﬁk()

/ /t , EZ: /y‘b(a(ﬂ(s,y))(t —s),x —y)Fi(s,y) dy st d dt
/ /t n i /y Toate(0) 0 <<I>(a(v)(t —§)a — ) (@)) 0
X g (s, y,u(s,y)) dy st dz dt

/ /Zym|2dsdxdt+/ /Zuw?dsdxdt,
t t

n—1 M k=1
(47)
where
—v 22j v T al v Y
L= | ol ( 5| l) o) (v)2(a(v)(t = 5), 2 —y) a((v))|v|
X §k(87 y,ﬂ(s, y>) dy dv,
—v — v ! 22'7 v 22] v Sgn v
IV i= [ o] Lape @) ®@@)(t — s), 2 — )|+ ( 5| \) | |5 (v)
v,y

X E]k(sv Y, ’11(8, y)) dy dv.

Recall that w™! + 57! = 1. We estimate the first term on the right-hand side of
using Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, Young’s convolution inequality, estimate (31)) and
Holder’s inequality

/ /Z|IU|2dsdmdt
t

M k=1
o (22 [ 1 s (@)@t — ), — ) ol
/ ( y a(v)

/ /t"k1
21




2

X (s, y,u(s,y)) dy dv| dsdx dt

/ / / —2v dU/|'U| v—1)
t=n p—1 {\v\>2 2J6}

dx dv ds dt

o,a<s,y>}(v)<i>(a(v)(t —s), =)

X ék(sa Y, U(S, y)) dy

22 5) 2v+1/ /t S WPV @(a)(E - 5), )13

Me=1v"

/]l[()usx (V)| ge (s, 2, 0(s,2))|* dz dv ds dt

272 §) "2+ / /t |U‘2(V—1)1[o7ﬂ(57x)](U)‘ék(s, x, (s, x))|* dv dx ds dt
"= S

= 2y (5 [0S [late, 0 o, a o ) PE do ds
t

Me=1v"

2](5 2u+1/ / ( |§k(37~r7ﬂ(57$))|2dm>w
=1 =1 z

X (/h’l(s,x)]”@”1)]§k(s,x,1’l(s,x))|2 dx) ds dt

N=

»

t
<yt [Sesssp it nllf ([ ot o, as)
t—n e

L1 SElt—nt]
< (27%6) 2= 3 esssup |g(s. - @) |7, (@@
i—1 S€0,T]

(48)
The second term on the right-hand side of (#7) is estimated similarly since |v| ~ 272§
on the support of 1, (QQ;M ) We have

/ /Z|IV\2dsdxdt
t

M k=1

< (2770)” 2”“nwzesssupHgk 5, ||L1
—1 S€[0.T]

(49)

321G 2HL1

Combining (@8) and (@9), we have obtained the following estimate for (47)
1Bt =02,
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~%(

S (2796)" 2”“77@Zess[su}pHg;c -, ||L1
k=1 €

- (Swwie i, ) (Zr
k=1 ’
1
2
(ZesssupHgk U HLI ngLl ) .
=1 te0T]

From (#6)) and (50), we have the estimate of

We denote

1
2
Ay >

W < IBOE =)l + 1B =001z,

2
Lw,t,a)

S (wiz (s e
Equilibrating the terms on the right-hand side above

22742728 2" (" ) = s (27U g)2 Y

)

we find the optimal value of 7 to be

2w

n= (2—2j(v*+v+%—m)5w*+u—%—m) e

Plugging this value of 7 into (51)), we have

92i((m=3—v=7") =z =5 +v)

S

5(m+%_’/_7*) w3t

) (2H0) )

(50)

(1)

(52)

Step 3 Let j > 0 be arbitrary and fixed. Recall that v € (0, min(1 + ¢, m)). Follow-

ing the same arguments as in [ 18, Proof of Lemma 4.2 Step 2], we obtain

1,2dv
Ll ,t,x
227y |U|7_1 1—
- / 0 (57) Zrga el
Y Li},t,z
22]m 1—) 1
55m—”|v| ’yh”Ll//Tv

23
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Step4 Let ;7 > 0 be arbitrary and fixed. We have

/92 92j -1 s
/X;’?)dv — _/ﬁtzp ¢j¢1 ( ‘U’) ’U’ Sgn(“)’m §t7m|v| Th dv

o o ZL3T, & v)
2% [o] \ 4n’fo|™ " sgn(v)[€]” 7
1 A ~
+m(m — 1)/@9}@ i ( 5 ) Zlir € 0)? Fix|0|"h dv.
(54)
Following the same arguments as in [18, Proof of Lemma 4.2 Step 3], we obtain
92j(m—1—7y) .
‘ /le-’gdv S &"——VHM "Ly - (55)
v Li},t,z
Step S We denote
A% = 1ol Ml + ol Rl Ly -

We aim to conclude by real interpolation. For z > 0, let

X}dv X?dv DX = X?dzw— X;dv.
v v Lgtw v v

By the estimates (23), (52), (33) and (53)), we have

923((m=3 =) s~ +0) 2%(m=1-7)

o
1 2
sl T X e T,
(56)

+ 2z
L}J,t,x

K(z,x;) = inf{

K(zvij) 5

We denote %" = %' + %2 and recall that v* = (1 — ew) + ew(m + 1 — v). Since
j > 0, we have for (56)

N 92(m-r==) - 92im-1-y) 5P
K(Zan) S T% +W<%/ +Zﬁ”XHL57t’x,U (57)
< 92j(m—1-7) 5P
~ 5777,_7 % _'_ z%HXHLf),t,z,v.

We equilibrate the estimates on the right-hand side above as follows
5% = 260
)

where a := m — 7, b := p and ¢ := 27%, This allows us to derive the value of § from

the expression above, namely § = ywre ats and plug this into the right-hand side
of (57) that becomes

SR (%) S 2705 (H + e, (58)
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. _a_ _ _m—y
where 0 := el

and

20 2p
a+b m-—vy+p

Ry =

By [7, Theorem 5.2.1], we have

1 B _ Jpoo
(Lw,t,x7 Lw,t,x) - Lw,t,x7
0,00

with . )
- a+ m—y+p
p= = = . (59)
1—6p a(l=p)+b p+(1-=p)(m—7)
Taking the supremum over z > 0 on both sides of (58)), we have
10z, S 279% (H + Iy, ) (60)

Note that the integrands in the above norms are supported on [0, 7’| due to (23)) and (24).
Since 2 x [0,7] x T has ﬁmte measure, we may use L2 G L forp=1p—e
(see [19, Exercise 1.1.11]) in (

e

w,t,x

< 9iks (j{—l— ”XHLEJ’t,z,v) '

Multiplying the above expression by 2/%< and taking the supremum over j > 0, we
arrive at

sup 2/ |||, | S
3>0

SH + s, - (61)

Losing a small € in <., we have

sup 291Xl e,

<D 2"l

7>0

2 (62)
<Y 2R, ||Lp

N Sup2”“”||>< 1%
§>0

wtz

where here < denotes a bound that holds up to a multiplicative constant that only
depends on e.
For j = 0, we can use Bernstein’s lemma to get

S Ixlle (63)

wtz

S Xl

w,t,x

%51 2

w,t,T

Let k, := i, — €. From (61)) and (63)), we can arrive at (I8)) as follows
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Xl pzrp5e, =

sup 27 || x|
j=>0 ' P

g( g ~m;l ) 2wtz> +<ZH wtz)
k=1 o -1 (64)

(ZGSSSUPHgk y U HLI 2 1gk”Ll )
te[0,T

k=1

N
N[

D=

ol Bl sy + M0l Rl + X+ X2

wtz

We remove the assumption that x is localized in v similarly as done in [18, Proof
of Lemma 4.2]. Let T € C>*(R,) and xY(t,z,v) := x(t,2,v)Y(v). Then xT is a
solution to

L0, Vg,v)x t x,v) 25 t,2) ng S, T U)Bk ©5)

+ hT(t,x, v) — hT (t,z,v) + &,iLT(t,x, v),

where

G (8, ,0) = (b, 2, 0) T (), BT (t,2,0) == h(t,2,0) T (),

WY (¢, x,0) = h(t,z,v)T (v), RY(t, 2, 0) == h(t,z,v)Y(v).

Then the estimate (64)) reads as follows:

1
2 o)
m+l ~mtl ko
X" oo 2o, S <§ gt Va2, ) 1 (ZHU o Vggﬂigm)
k=1

k=1

1
3
1
(Zetses[osgpn a2 (e, ,ﬁ)”az A= (g HL;M>

! .
ol BT = R+ 10T R e + X,

X

wtl‘

(66)

Since ’U|_7;L € L. #y by assumption, there exists to &,, | 0 a sequence 4,, T oo such
that

E </ L, <pol|v] A dv d dt) <e, VneNlN
t,x,v

Wy
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For n € Z, and a smooth cut-off function T E COO(R) with T = 1 on the ball B;(0)
and supp T € By(0), we define T, via T, ( T (%). Thus, Y', is supported on

in < |v| < 2i, and takes values in [0, i] , SO that
Il =B ([ Pl e )
t,xz,v

B ([ Lucpien Tl ) do do )
t,x,v
(/ Li, <joj<2in |0 h dv da dt) < en.

t,x,v

A

E

With the same choices of T, T,, and T;, we notice
1
m+1 * 19 ? > ° m+1
Z o v N, ) < (B [t culaTa@va®
s k=1 t,x

1
o0 2
< (ZE/ <l ge V" P dt) ,

k=1 tz

NI

)

N

1
o 2 oo
(ZH TR A Higm> < <Z]E/ Ly, <)@ 7 VY (1) 2da dt)
k=1 o k=1 t,x
[e'e) am+1 oy 2
+ ZE/ ILzn<|u\<21n —ng ( )Vﬂ dx dt
k=1 BT
1
o0 2
< (5o seculirrvarara)
k=1 YT
1
> m+1 * 2
+< E/ L, <jaj<2in |GV 2 7 [Pdx dt) :
k‘Zl t,x

and

[Zess sup <E/x]§k”(t,x,ﬂ(t,x))‘2dx) -

i—1 t€[0,T]

112
(& [l @Dl i, o) P i) ]
t,x
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Nl

[Zesssup( / Ilingwfzk(t,x,ﬂ(t,x))\de)

1
X <E/ L, <jal|@(t, )2~V gi(t, 2, a(t, x)) Pde dt) ]
t.x

N[

With these choices of T, T, and T, in (66), we may take the limit n — oo and use
Fatou’s lemma to obtain (64) also for general . O

The following averaging lemma is used to prove Theorem[I.3]

Lemma 3.5. Let m, (5, p, €, x, X be as in Lemma and assume ¢ € (0, %) Let

w > land " =1 —w ™! such that w=" > 2( . Assume that g; (@) € L°L,, .

(i) Let v € (0,1) such that

PR Sl s L AP 21 —7y+p)
p+(L=p)(l—7) l—y+p+(1—y—el=v+p)(1-2p)
(67)
and let ) N
pi= 1rr (68)

l—y+p=—(AQ=v=2c(L=v+p))p
Suppose that W' g,(a) € L2, ,,a*""Mgi(a) € LL,, and h, h satisfy the

condition (16) for this value of . If x € LP L{LP, then x € LP Bt _LP where

wq,00 "
¢p

S L 69
¢ (69)

with estimate

1

2

sz S I+ (Z gl )
(zesssupugk LalE

. 3 (70)
gl )
[0,7] w,t,®

1— _
ol Rl gy + W01 Bll gy + X g 2o

Here and in the proof < denotes a bound that holds up to a multiplicative con-
stant that only depends on m, p,e,(,w,vandT.
(ii) Let v € (%,00) and let € € (0,1) such that 5 € (1,1 +€m — 1)) and ¢ €

2’
(0,3 — @). Suppose that @~2gy(a) € L2, ,, @** Vg3 (a) € L and h, h

w,t,T
satisfy the condition

h|(w, t, 2z, 0) + |h|(w, t,2,0)|v] 7 € LLry(R, x T x R,).
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If x is supportedinv € R\ (—1,1) and x € LLL?L., then x € L} BgojLi with
estimate

1

N,l
Wisss S (z)u2 M%j (zx%wmm,,!u

=1 €10,T

NI

gL )'Wmmm+Wﬁme
+ Xl ey 22 -
(71)

Here and in the proof < denotes a bound that holds up to a multiplicative
constant that only depends on m, p,e,(,w,v,y,€and T.

Remark 3.6. Note that if p,y are chosen close to one, ( close to one half and ¢ small
enough, the orders of the differentiability and integrability exponents in Lemma
correspond to o; close to %, the time integrability equal to 2, the stochastic and space
integrability equal to 1 as in Theorem[I.3]

Proof. We introduce two main modifications from the proof of Lemma 3.3} the local-
ization of y in Fourier space connected to the time variable ¢ and a different microlocal
decomposion of y based on the size of v only.

Let Z(0;, V,,v) and £ (i1, &, v) be as in the proof of Lemma 3.3] Recall that

a(v) = mlo|™ ", (72)
and the periodic heat kernel
——'”"‘2> t>0
O(t,r) = (4 (ant) ¥ 2 neze OXP ( at :
0 t < 0.
We prove Parts (i) and (ii) of the statement separately.
Part (i) Asin the proof of Lemma|3.3] we first assume that x is compactly supported
with respect to v and then remove this qualitative assumption at the end of the proof.

Let 1)y be a smooth function with compact support in the ball By(0) such that
1o = 1in B1(0) and ¢, := 1 — 1)g. For § > 0 to be specified later, we write

vmon () e () ot

Then ! solves, in the sense of (T4),

L0, Ve, )X =t ('—) <Z§u okBe + h+ 0, h)

k=1
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Thus,
1 _ g-1 M - S o/
X (t,J],U) - ‘/t,x ¢1 ( 5 ) Z(ZT 5 ’U (; 5uvgkﬁk>
|

+ T (—) ————Fah(t, z,v) (73)

5 ) L
a1, (10
+F et ( ) ) f(wg
= "t x,0) + XA ) + ().

Let {7, };>0 be defined as in Section [2.1] n For [ > 0, we define the Littlewood—Paley
block of X as follows

=

)
)L%,xavﬁ(t, z,v)

X?(tv Z, U) = ytil[ﬁlgztxo(ta €, U)],
where .7,V (7, z,v) is supported on |7| ~ 2! for [ > 0 and on |7| < 1 for [ = 0. In the

calculations below, we assume that [ > 0 unless stated otherwise.
The block for y! is defined as follows

Wt ,v) = / n(r)X\(t — 7, 2,v) dr. (74)

The blocks for x>, x1? and x!3 are defined using as follows

Xll’l(t,x, v) = /nl(r)xl’l(t —r,z,v)dr,

1,2 ~ M 1 or
Xl (t,az,v) 771"% ( ) g(iT,f,'U) L/’t,a:h(tax7v)>

, vl 1 -
Xll3<t,x,v) tx my1 <— mft7xavh(t,x,v),

respectively.
We can decompose (74)) as follows

xi (t, x,0) = /nz(r)(xl’l(t —rz,0) — xH(t,z,0)) dr

+x (2, v) + 7 (@, 0).
We have obtained the following decomposition

xi(t,x) = /Xl(?f x,v) dv

ot z,v dv+/xll(t,x,v) dv
p (75)

+

/X (t,z,v dv—l—/ m(r)(xXPHt =7z, 0) — XV 2, 0)) dr do
/X (t,z,v dv+/xll’3(t,:v,v) dv.
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We proceed in dividing this part of the proof into five steps. In the first four we
estimate the velocity averages and in the final step we combine all the estimates.
The main novelty relative to [18, Proof of Lemma 4.4] is the estimate of the term
containing the stochastic integral in Step 2(i) below which is based on the integral
representation of the stochastic term as outlined in the Introduction. Steps 1(i1), 3(i)
and 4(1) below are identical to [[18}, Proof of Lemma 4.4 Steps 1, 2 and 3], respectively
with the difference that here the estimates are also w-dependent and, the estimates of
Steps 3(i) and 4(i) are evaluated in L? in time.

Step 1(i) Let [ > 0 be arbitrary and fixed. We follow the same arguments as
in [18], Proof of Lemma 4.4 Step 1]. Thus, we note that the estimate

17 T, S Ixle, s

holds for a constant independent of [. Since |v| < ¢ on the support of ('%') we
may use Minkowski’s and Holder’s inequality to get

v
‘/X?dv 0(‘5—’)de1}
v LE v L
v
< [iwal (51) bl v
v s (76)
EACRY

SHXM@@U</WM(3D m)

< 5p||XHL57tyzm

B
w,t,r

Step 2(i) Let! > 0 be arbitrary and fixed. We estimate the second term on the
right-hand side of (73). Observe that x'! in (73) is given by

Wt =3 [ [ otaoe = v () fmiito o dy ).
(77)

As in the proof of Lemma we denote the first derivative with respect to the first
argument of ¢ by ®; and let

O(t,x) := Py (t, z)t.

Note that

1Dt )| S 1, (78)
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and

10:2(¢, )|y St (79)
For fixed t, r, let
Dinc(a(v)s, z) :== P(a(v)(t —r —s),x) — P(a(v)(t — s),x),
fl:)mc(a(v)s, T) = @(a(v)(t —r—3),x) — é(a(v)(t —5),x)

Using (77), we have

/X Yt —r z,0) — XVt z,0) do

/i/o /‘I"“C )$: % = Y)da(sy) v%(’ |>gk(3 y,v) dy dBy(s) dv

Y k=1

/i/ /CD )t = 8),x = Y)da(s=o¥1 (|U|>gk(3 y,v) dy dfi(s) dv

—i/ot / Lio,a(s.4)) (v ( inc(a(v)s, = y)ih (H)) dv
X gk(s y, u(s,y)) dy dB(s)

/t/y (0.5 ( (a(v)(t = s),x —y)tn (%)) dv

ng(87y7 ( Y )) dydﬂk( )
=1+I1I—-1I1—-1V,

(80)

where

I —Z/ /W ((m_y)j((:jwwl (%)

X gk (s, y,0(s,y)) dy dv dB(s),

1 —Z/t / 0] ™ Lg.ags] (V) Pine(a(v)s, 2 — y)|v] 4, (@) ‘“’Sin(m
(

ng(s Yy, (s, y)) dy dv dBy(s),

=30 [ W s ) 0= 2= 05

ng(S,y, (7 )) dydvdﬁk<s)v
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v Z/t'r v,y

X gk(say7 ( Y )) dy dv dﬁk(‘s)
Using (72), we have

“Lio,ats. (v) @(a(v)(t = s),z —y)lo] (%) M

a (v) < Jo| 81)

By the definition of ®;,. and (78), we have

| Pinc(a(v)s, )72 < 2(1(a(v)(t —r—=s), )72+ [@(a()(t = s),)7,) S 1. (82)
Using (79), we have for s <t —r

|Bine(a(v)s, )2, < (/t; 0-®(a(v)(r — 8),-)‘ L dr)2 .

5([:“‘“V4*)2Sﬁ@—r—sr?

Recall that ¢ € (0, ). We deduce using (82) and (83) that

[ Pinc(a(v)s, )7y S 1%t —r —5)7. (84)

Letv € (%, o0). For fixed t, r, we estimate the term [ in (80) using Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality, Itd’s isometry, estimate (81]), Young’s convolution inequality and estimate

&
S [ P s dustatns = 5o (5)

mmazE(/
x)

X ék(sv Y, lNL(S, y)) dy dv dﬁk(s)
<[RS [ ] 1o tosen) Buatvysa =) 5 ore ()
X ék(sa Y, ﬂ(S, y)) dy dv dﬁk(s)

:LEE;K”<[Mvm(@)LMMmmwémmwax—wﬂgwr

X .&k(sa Y, 71(8, y)) dy dU) ds dx

dx
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2

dz dv ds

< E / / 21/dv/ v 2v—2
Z v\>§ v‘ ’
X/ /(I)mc(a(v)s x _y)gk‘(s Yy, u (S y))]]-[0usy)]( )dy
z |Jy
o t—r
5 6121/EZ/ /lU’QV_Q

< g2 2<E / / (t— 1 — 8) "% [(s, 2)[* " i (s, z, (s, z))|* ds da.

éinc(a(v)s, )

2
L / |gr(s, @, a(s, I))’21[0,a(s,x)} (v) dx dv ds

(85)

The term /1] in is estimated similarly since |v| ~ § on the support of 1, (‘%‘) . For
fixed ¢, r, we have

E |11

e} t—r
SOTMHE Y / / (t =7 — )% Ja(s, 2)* " |guls, @, (s, x))|* ds du.
k=1 Y% 0
(86)

Recall that ™! + 57! = 1. For fixed t,r, we estimate the term II] in us-
ing Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, It6’s isometry, estimate (81]), Young’s convolution
inequality, estimate and Holder’s inequality

B}, = IE(/

xzm(' ')gk<s (5, ) dy dv dBi(s)

<[z

X .&k(sa Y, ﬁ(S, y)) dy dv dﬂk(‘S)

[ ( Jeren (B [ susenno) ot - .2 -

X .E]k(sa y>ﬁ(87 y)) dy d’U) ds dx

< 51_2VE - ! 2v—2
S > 0]
ke1 t—r Ju T

S [ s Bl - 92 )
k=1 Vi-rJoy

2
da:) .

\U| Ljo,a(s.)] (v) (alv )<t_8)’x_y)2((;)>lv|ywl (|%|>

ltr

Lio,a(s.) (v) Pla(v)(t — s), 2 — y)
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2

X .&k(sa y7ﬂ(sa y)) dy dx dv ds

00 t

S 61721} ZE/ /’U|2V_2 / 1[077](5,1)} (U)’§k<57x7ﬂ(87 LL’))F dx dv ds
k=1 t—r Jo x
S

=gy / E / (s, ) g (s, 2, s, 2)) 2512 da ds
k—1 t—r T

00 t L
<5y :/ E </|§k(s,x,&(s,x))\2d1‘>
k=1 t—r x

1
x ( [l g, o) dx) s

t
<o e S ool D, (1o itte 0y, )
t—r ’

—1 SElt—]

»

e L P L
1 ElS

(87)
The term IV in (80) is estimated similarly since |v| ~ & on the support of v, (%)
Thus,

BV, S8 2r= Zesssupugk s 1)zl

—1 S€l0T]

(20-1) 2 ||L1 R (88)

Recall that o™ > 2. The estimate for the second term on the right-hand side of
follows using Minkowski’s integral inequality and combining with bounds (83)),

@), 87, @3)

/ m(r) (X" —=r, - 0) = XM, ) dr do

L L2(([=1,T+1]); L (T)))

< / WO — 7 0) = Y- 0) dr do
u,r L2(Q;L2(([—-1,T+1]);LY(T4)))
r ) 1 2 %
T+1 2
<[] [lmon (B [0t =) - o) dof | ar| a
—1 r v L
\ x
T+ 2 2 2 2 % 2 %
< / [ / m)| (BN, +E NI, + B2, + EIVE,) dr} i
—1 r
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eI

S6

{ [ [ [

1 2 1

00 t—r 2 2

X <E§ // (t—r—s) > Ja(s, z)[* gu(s, x, a(s, x))|? dsdx) dr] dt}
k=120

L T+1 1 %
e / /m |( esssup (5,3 | Vg )dr dt
1 s€[0,T i

D=

So

_V{/T+1 /|771 t—7)|(t—71)°
< // (s, )P gu(s, @ als, x))|* ds dx) % dT] th}

_|_5§”/|m( )|r2w dr (ZGSS[(?UPH% S5 U HLl ngLbsx>

k=1 €

—rol (EZ// (s, 2)* " g(s, z, a(s, x))|* ds dx)
1

1 ! :

et (Sl sl )

=1 s€O.T

1
% [(ZHU 29k||Latm> <ZGSSSUPHQk y U HLl
k=1 (0,7
%
v Huﬁ(zu 1ngL1 ) ]

D=

l\)\b—l

N

(89)

Step 3(i) Let/ > 0 be arbitrary and fixed. Following the same arguments of [|18,

Proof of Lemma 4.4 Step 2], we obtain using Bernstein’s lemma

1,2
‘/Xz dv
v LY(Q;L2(R; L1 (T4)))
< 93 / 12 dv
LQxRxT)

o
. v v _
/fmn@/h (u) ’(’L"Tf )Jt,xlvll Th dv

l

= 2

L1 (QxRxT)

36

2

o=



<1275 |[0] R e (90)
Step 4(i) Let !/ > 0 be arbitrary and fixed. We have
1 LNy ) s Llir, g 0) T

472 m—2+y
—i—m(m—l)/@ tx 1 (M) z ]Ulg(iﬂ;gr;( )|£’ Fi|v| T do.
o1

Using Bernstein’s lemma, (O1) and the same arguments of [18, Proof of Lemma 4.4

Step 3], we obtain
‘ /Xll’?’ dv /Xll’3 dv

v v LY(QxRxTH) (92)

<0272 [0 R ey

Step 5(i) We combine the estimates obtained in the previous steps by real inter-
polation. This argument relies on embeddings of LP spaces in bounded domains; for
this reason, we restrict the norms to the time interval [—1,7" + 1]. The norms in the
time interval R \ [—1, T + 1] are bounded after the interpolation argument.

+ z

For z > 0, let
K(z,x;) :=inf /Xll dv /X? dv
v LH(QL2([LT+1:LL(T4))) v

By the estimates (76)), (89)), (90) and (92), we have

< 28
LY (Q;L2(R;LY(T?)))

LB(QX[—l,T+1]><’]1‘d)} '

1
~ 2
—+ (Zesssup”f]i(ta',a)“p Hu/t(zy D gk‘HLl > ]

1 t€l0.T]
+ 82 (ol B g + N0 Bl ) + 267X
We choose v = % — 7y so that the above estimate becomes
K(z,x1) S 6712750 + 267 Xz, (93)

where
1

(Z Hul ’yngL2 ) <ZesssupHgk ;U ||L1

=1 €[0,T

ngLl

\_/
INIEY

1— _
ol Rl s+ 1ol Rl s
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We equilibrate the first and the second term on the right-hand side in (93) as follows
5127 = 267

This allows us to derive the value of § from the expression above, namely § = 2~ =9 =
and plug into the right-hand side of (93)) that becomes

SR (2 30) S 27 (A + Il ) (94)
where 0 := 1i_7 and &, := —2—. We take the supremum over z > 0 on both sides
. Y+p 1=y+p
in (94) to have

- —li
HXlH(Ll(Q;LQ([fl,T+1];L1(Td))),Lﬁ(Q><[71,T+1]><Td))6 N S27 <<75/(2) + ||X||L§7t,z,v> :
(95)
Let
5= r I—v+p
1—0p p+(1-p)(1—7)
- 2 _ 21 —~+p)
1+(0—-e)(1-2p) 1-q+p+(l—v—el—=7+p)(1-2p)
’ 1 I—~v+p

T 1=(0-2)p 1—A+p—(1—y—2e(1—7+p))p

Recall that p < p < ¢q. We apply a series of real interpolation arguments below. We
use [7, Corollary 3.8.2] in the first and last embedding, [29, Theorem 1.18.4] in all the
three equalities, [7, Theorem 3.4.1 (b)] in the second embedding to obtain

(LM L2([=1, T + 10); LY(T), L(Q; LO([-1, T + 1]); LY(T))), .
= (LN L2([-1, T +1]); LY(T), LA(Q; L7([-1, T + 1]); L7(T7)))
= L7 (Q; (LX([-1, T + 1]; LY(TY), L([=1, T + 1]; L7(T%)))o—c )

— L7 (Q (L*([-1, T + 1); LY(T%), LP([-1,T + 1]; L*(T)))g—c.q) (96)
= LP (4 L9([—1,T 4 1]; (L' (T?), L°(T%))p—c,0))

— LP (4 L9([—1,T + 1]; (L' (T%), L*(T%))p-2¢))

= LP (Q; L9([-1,T + 1]; L*(T%))) .

0_67]3

Using the embeddings (96)) in (95)), we have

Xl ooy Laqe1, 41 (rayy) S 2R <¢%/(Z) + ”XHLf,tm,) : 97)

Using the fact that y is compactly supported in (0, 7), Young’s convolution inequality
and the fact that 7 is a Schwartz function, we have
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X1l Lo (e (R\[—1,741);20 (T4))) = /771(7“)5((' —r,-)dr

LP(;L9(R\[1,T+1}; L7 (T4))

ZQ/mWﬂﬂmmﬁﬂXC—ﬁ?dr

T

IN

/Th(r)]l(Bl(o))c(T) X(-—r,-)dr

T

LP(QL9(R;LP(T4))

< I, )l @)l XN oo @cerayy)
= [ 10tz K suananimny
R

< 27X oo @izr ) -
(98)

Using (97) and (98)), we have for [ > 0
X2/l ooz (ray)y < Xl zosraqe1,r+1) L0y + X0l Lo Lo@\[—1,041);L0 (T9))
S 2% (St + Ixlps, )+ 27 ¥l g

<27 (Ao + g, + Il ceizae)
(99)

We then continue along the same lines as in the proof of Lemma [3.3] Namely, we
multiply the left-and right-hand side of (99) by 2/*t, take the supremum over [ > 0 to
arrive at

sup 2% (| Xl o ospamsocrayy) S iy + Ixllze,  + Xz are-
- e,

Let x; := k; — €. Similarly as done in (62)), we have

sup 2" || X paz;Le (v < sup 2% |X1| Loy o (s 10y
>0 >0

LP(Q) (100)
S %i) + ||X||Lgyt,z,v + ||X||L§,L§L§~
For [ = 0, we use
IXill o sza@szr(rayy S XN Lo@sLasLe(ray))- (101)
Using (100) and (101)), we have
X1 o (s Brt s Lo (1Y) = ||SUP 2" X0 || oo ray)
120 LA (Q) (102)

S Ay + ”XHLf),t’z,v + ||X||L£‘ZL;1L§'
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We remove the assumption that x is localized in v similarly as done in [[18, Proof

of Lemma4.2]. Let T, XT, gg hY, iLT/ and hY be as in the proof of Lemma Then
x Y is a solution to (63)) and the estimate (T02)) reads as follows:

1
3
1" | Lo (Bl (R Lo (T9)) (Znul "0k ||L3,t,z>
1
(Zejs[gg]p\\ R O] [ Lo N [ )

- .
o (R = Rty + Mo AT L2

T =T
e, + X M2z na e

(NI

(103)

Let T,, and T, be as in the proof of Lemma For the first term in the right-hand
side of (103]), we have

<ZE/ a(t, z)|”

S (ZE/ Ly, <pali(t, o) | gu(t, 2, it )| dt dx)
kzl t,x

The remaining terms can be treated as in the proof of Lemma [3.3] We may then take
the limit » — oo in (I03)) and use Fatou’s lemma to obtain (I102) also for general .

1
2

£t a, alt, :17))‘2 dx dt)

2

Part (ii) The proof is similar to the one of Part (i). The main difference is that here
we do not introduce a J-dependent cut-off in v since x is supported in |v| > 1.

As in the proof of Part (i), we first assume that y is compactly supported in v and
then remove this qualitative assumption at the end of the proof.

Then x solves, in the sense of (14),

o0

L(0r,Va, V)X = Y bamoliBi + b+ Ouh.
k=1
Thus
— o‘*—l o
X(t,l’,’U) - J (ZT 67 (; 6u—vgk5k>
1 1 -

—i—gf ———Fh(t,x,v —I—J_xl—ﬁ 2Ouh(t, z,v

imgo) M8 T g gy Tl )

= x'(t,z,v) + X*(t, z,0) + X*(t, z,v).
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Let 7; be as in Part (i). The Littlewood—Paley block for x is defined as follows

xi(t,z,v) = /nl(r)x(t —7r,x,v) dr.

r

The blocks for y!, x? and y? are defined as follows

Xll(ta .Z‘,U) = /Ul(T)Xl(t - .’L‘,U) d?",
bt
Z(i1,§,v)

1 ~
3 — g—1x
Xl (t7x7 U) - ytx nlj(z,ry g?v) ytvzavh(t7x7v)7

Xlz(t7 I?”) - ig;;lﬁl tg.t,zh(ta l‘,U),

respectively.
We can decompose (I03]) as follows

xi(t,x,v) = /m(r)(xl(t —r,x,v) — X (t,2,0)) dr

r

+xi(t,7,0) + X7 (t, 2, 0).

We have obtained the following decomposition
xi(t,x) = /Xl(t,x,v) dv
= / m(r)(x'(t —r,z,v) — X' (t,2,0)) dr dv

+/X?(t,x,v) dv+/x?(t,x,v} dv.

v

(105)

(106)

We proceed in dividing this part of the proof into four steps. In the first three we
estimate the velocity averages (I06) and in the final step we combine all the estimates.
We introduce two different arguments from Part (7). In Step 3(ii) below, we derive an
estimate for the term containing h suitable for 4 > 1. In Step 4(ii) below, we com-
bine the estimates obtained in the previous steps without using the real interpolation
method. The estimates in Step 1(i1) and 2(i1) are identical to those in Step 2(i) and 3(1)

respectively, with the difference that here the estimates are not J-dependent.

Step 1(ii) Let [ > 0 be arbitrary and fixed. Observe that x' in (T04) is given by

't z,v) = Z/o /Ed P(a(v)(t — 5),x — Y)Sats)=vTk (s, Y, v) dy dBi(s).
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Using the same arguments as in Step 2(i), we obtain

[ a0 =) = o) dr e

LH L2 (([-1,T+1]); L (T)))

1 1
[e’e] 2 [e%¢] 2
| (St ) (el ol Il ) |
k=1

r—1 t€l0.T]
(107)

Step 2(ii) Let ! > 0 be arbitrary and fixed. Using the same arguments as in Step
3(i), we obtain

|~

‘/xll’?dv S2 /XleU
v LH(QL2(R; LY (T4)) (QxRde)
=22 / ————Fhdv
”'5 v) LY (QxRxT4)
S 2_§||h“L3J//TV-
(108)

Step 3(ii) Let !/ > 0 be arbitrary and fixed. We assume without loss of generality
that |¢| > 1 (since x € T¢). We have

1. 47r2]v]m_2+:7 sgn(v )]£|
/Ux? dv=m(m —1) /Uﬁtvxlm Zlir €.0)? Fi.4|v| “Th dv. (109)

Note that |7| ~ 2! on the support of 7;(7) and |v| > 1 by assumption. Recall that
€ € (0,1) such that ¥ < 1+ é(m — 1). Then

e L et S PR U

< |
. 2~ —&| 1&(m— e ~
1L (i, €, 0))| o] g

U”y—l—g(m—l) |T’_(1_€) SJ 2,[(175).

Using Bernstein’s lemma, (109) and the same arguments of [[I8] Proof of Lemma 4.4

Step 3], we obtain
‘ / X dv / Xi dv
v v L1(QxRxT%)
< 2227107 [0] TR 1y,

= 277 [o] Bl g -

N~

<2
LY(;L2 (R; L1 (T4)))

(110)
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Step 4(ii) We combine the estimates derived in the previous steps. We denote

1 1
o0 2
~y—L, v—
o = (S bitis,) + (Sess lealf, lvil )
=1 o €[0,7)
+ 10l ey + 10177 Pl L3y -
By the estimates (107), (T08) and (T10), we have

_ -l
1 2 @uzaor s rayy S 27 K- (111)

Using the fact that y is compactly supported in (0,7), Young’s convolution inequality
and the fact that 7 is a Schwartz function, we have

Xl £t 2@\ —1,741]:01 (1)) = /UZ(T)X(' —7,-)dr
T LY L2(R\[-1,T+1];L1(T9)))

= /nl(T)ﬂ(Bl(o))c(r) X —r,-)dr

IN

/ M) Loy (r) K- — 7,) dr

LY(Q;L2(R;L(T?)))

N

® X Lt L2 sz ray))

< |l (B, o))
_ / () Lot dt 1 ]1s e pgmorsrony
R

< 27Xl @z int ey
(112)

Using (IT1) and (T12)), we have for [ > 0
Xl Ltz @z ray) < Xl orsnz -1 rsso ) + Xl oy @iz @\ -1z (ray)) -
S 24(*%/(1'75) + 271H>_<HL&)L?L5

< 27 ( Ay + Xl 2y r22) -
(113)

We then proceed as in Part (i). Namely, we multiply the left-and right-hand side of
(TT3) by 2' and take the supremum over [ > 0

< sup 293l i ez ey S ) + Xy 2y

sup 2" x| p2 (ot ()
L1(Q) >0

For ! = 0, we use
HXZHLl(Q;L?(R;Ll(Td))) N HXHLI(Q;LQ(R;LI(W)))'

43

LM (L2 (R\[-1,T+1);L1 (T4)))



The two estimates above lead to

S Ky + XN Ly 2
L1(9)

X1 2 s e oz crayyy = SUPQZ Nl 2@z e

(114)

The removal of the assumption that x has compact support in v follows along the same
lines of Part (i). O

4 Application to Stochastic Porous Medium Equations

In this section, we provide the proofs of our main results (Theorem [I.2] and Theo-
rem[1.3) by applying the averaging lemmata obtained in the previous section to kinetic
solutions of (I]). Before that, we establish an a priori bound on u, an a priori bound on
the singular moments of the kinetic measure and a version of the Poincaré inequality.

1

Lemma 4.1. Let p € [1,00), a € [5,1] and u be a solution to (1)) in the sense of

Definition 2.5 with uy € L**(T9). Then, there is a constant C = C(T,a, D,p) > 0
such that

Eesssup [|u(t)|[737 < C(|Juol73 + 1). (115)
te[0,T

Proof. For fixed € € (0, 1], let

@: (U) - 6_1]]'|u|§e - 611S|u|§2, / / ds dr.
Let .
b(v) = O, T (0) = / 0(0) db.
0

Fix t < T and let {; € C*([0,7T)) with compact support in [0,] such that ¢, =

1in [0,¢ — 7). An approximation argument shows that (¢, z,v) = ((t)ve(v) is

an appropriate test function for the Definition since it has compact support and
bounded derivatives. With this choice of ¢ in (13)), we have

/ /Td u(t, z)) Cl()da:dt+/ U, (ug(z)) d

= —Z/ /Td gi(@, ult, 2)) GO (u(t, x))|ult, )|** " de dB(t)

- /o /’]I‘d /R<l<t)(e_11“|<€ - 61%§‘0|§%)|U|2a*1 dn(t,z,v)
+ (20— 1) /OT /T /R Q)0 (0) o] sgn(v) dn(t, z, )
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17 o
- / / G2, ult, 2)) GO Lpuatce — s a2 ult, 2) " do di

/ /T G2 (x, u(t, ©))G (1O (ut, ) u(t, ) |** " sgn(u(t, z)) dz dt.
(116)

We may take the limit [ — oo in (I16])). We use the Lebesgue differentiation theorem
for the first term on the left-hand side of (TT6)), Itd isometry and boundedness of O,
for the first term on the right-hand side of (I16) and dominated convergence theorem

for the remaining terms. For almost every w € (), there exists a set of full Lebesgue
measure so that for all ¢, the following is satisfied

[ vtutea do+ [ (ot da
—-X [ [ st utopiute )ttt o de st

t
""// /(511u§5—611<v<2)|v\2a_1 dn(t,x,v)
0 Td JR e~ T«
t
sea=n) [ [ [ e sen) nte.v.o)
~ 0 Td JR

(117)

- (2a2— : /0 /Td G?(z,u(t,2))O, (u(t, ))|u(t, z)** " sgn(u(t, x)) dz dt.

We may take p'f power, the essentlal supremum over ¢ € [0, T and the expectation in
(TT7) to obtain, for C = C(p) >

P
[E ess sup (/ U (u(t, z)) dx)
tefo,7] \JTd
+ Eesssup (/ / / ]l|v|<6 €]11<|v|< )|v|20‘ 1 dn(t,x v))
t€[0,T] Td
p
+ (2a — 1)? Eesssup / / / (0)[v]** 2 sgn(v) dn(t, z,v)
tel0,T) Td

p

E ess sup / / gr(z, u(t, )0, (u(t, z))|u(t, 2)|** " do dB(t)
telo,1] Td
p
+ Eesssup/ / G? (2, ult,z)) (€ Ljuy<e — eﬂ;<|u|<g)|u(t,x)|2a_1 dx dt
te[0,7) Td B T
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(20 — 1)P g

+ E esssup

L gesenp| [ [ ot a6l ate o)t e

+ (/T U, (uo(2)) da:)p.

(118)
Using Assumption[I.1] we have
P
—Eesssup/ / (2, u(t, ) (€ Lucem)<e — €11 qpuray<2)|ult, )7 da dt
te[0,T Td ‘

D V4
<2(E
2

T
+E/ ult, D) ey aypc o dt
0 Td

[ [t e
0 T

T
/ Td\u(t,x)]%‘]l%gulg% dx dt
0

< E <€p(2a1)Tp 4 opRa=1) (-0
2

p)
Dr (2a—1) (2a—-1) 2p(1—a) 2ap
< TTP e’ + 2P P Eesssup |[u(t)|| 720 | -

te€[0,T]

Since O, (u(t,r)) < 1 and using again Assumption we have

P
200 — 1
—( a ) Eesssup/ / G2 (x, u(t, a:))\@ (u(t, x))||u(t, x)]m 2 dx dt
2v £€(0,7] Td
DP(200 — 1)P r b
< Dr(2a - 1) (E / lu(t, )| <y do dt
2 0 Td -

T
+E / u(t, @)1 o1 da dt
0 Td

p)
DP(2c0 — 1)P T
< DPQa—1p / lult, ) Lpupor de dt
2 0 Td -

DP(2a0 — 1)
< LT” (1 + Eesssup ||u(t)]|20‘p> :

(e

)

2 te[0,7 L2

We may estimate the stochastic integral using the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality
and Assumption [I.T]as follows

p

E ess sup
fe[0,1]

/ /Ed gi(@, u(t, )0, (u(t, ) u(t, z)|** " dr dBk(t)
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IN

[ttt op a2 do

2 £
dt)

d\u(tvﬂf)!gaflﬂlu\zl dx
T

C”E(/OT?;

2

1
lu(t, x)|2a*§]l‘u‘§1 de| +

Td

T 2 g
< C(2D)% (Tiﬁ +E (/ u(t, ) |** L1 do dt)
0

)2

Td

< C(2D)% (T‘S +E (/OT Ju(t, )| 4% dt) g)

< C(2D)%T% <1 + Eesssup Hu(t)\|i§€) .

t€[0,T]

- = pp  DP DP(2a — 1)P
C=C2D)T?> + 71{a:1}Tp + %T?

2
We let € — 0 in (T18)) using Fatou’s lemma and obtain for C' = C'(a) > 0

Eesssup |Ju(t)|?32 < C + C(2D)*T%E ess sup [u(t)||35%

te[0,T] t€[0,7]
Dropa-1) o
o o=y T"Eess sup [|u(t) |73 (119)
t€[0,T]
DP(2cc — 1)

p
TPE esssup ||u(t)||252 + C|luo|| 25

2o [20-

2 tel0, T

)

We choose T" small enough such that

DP(2cc — 1)?
2

We denote T* such T satisfying (I20). Then, (T19) becomes

~ P
2

» DP
C(2D):T% + 721°<2°H>11{C,:1}T19 + TP < (120)

N | —

Eesssup [[u(t)|730 < C(1+ [|uoll732)-
te[0,7%]

Iterating the argument, we arrive at

Eesssup [Ju(t)]?3: < C(%ul + [luoll?22),
t€[0,T]

where [-] denotes the ceiling function. This leads to (T15). O
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Lemma 4.2. Ler v € (0,1), 7 € (1,00) and o € [3,1]. Assume that g, satisfies

Assumption [l 1) for this value of o Let u be a solution to (1)) in the sense of Definition
2.5 with ug € L**(T9). Then, there is a constant Cy = Cy(T,~, D) > 0 such that

T
B[ [ el ante) < Gullul + 1), (121)
0 JTd J|v|<2

and a constant Co = Co(T, o, 4, D) > 0 such that

T
E/ / / w2 Vdn(t, z,v) < Co(||uol|23. + 1). (122)
0 T J|v|>2

Proof. All the test functions that we construct in this proof have compact support and
bounded derivatives. A suitable approximation argument shows that they are appro-
priate test functions for the Definition

We derive (121) in two steps.

Step 1a For fixed 0 < € < 3, let ©, be defined as follows

’LL2

€
Oc(u) = S-Tpce + (Il = ) Luise

Let ¢, € C([0,7")) such that 0 < Q(t)/g 1L,g=1ift e [0,T—2],¢=0if

t>T— % Choosing ¢(t,z,v) = (;(t)O_(v) and taking the expectation in (13]), we
get

E/O y G ()0 (u(t,z)) dz dt + /’H‘d Oc(ug(x))dz

€

1 1_ (" ) "
=-F /AE G(t)dn(t, z,v) — §E/o /Td G (z,u(t,x))(t)O, (u(t,x)) dx dt,

(123)
where A, = [0, 7] x T x [—e, €]. Due to the Assumption|[L.1}
1 N -y g2a-1D
3G (@, W) GO (u) € —5—ull e < —5—
We have
1 DT
“E[n([0,7] x T x [—e, )| < [ [uo(x)|dz + 32a_17 (124)
€ Td

Step 2a Let (; be as in Step 1a, 0 < € < 2 and
“(v) = Mﬂ 1 — |[v])1
(V) = T lpjze + Lecpizz + (3 = [0) Lacpi<a.
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Let
U (v) = (v)]o]" " sgn(v),

and U¢(v) = [ 1°(0)do. We may choose ¢(t, z,v) = (;(t)¥°(v) and take the expec-
tation in (]'1:5[) to have

/T [ GO ) dxdt—l—/w/ (0, 2, )0 (v) dv da

—E/ [, [ @ sen(o) dne.a.o)
(1~ / /Td/g D)o~ dn(t, 2, v) (125)

~ 3B / [ Gt a6 ) (ult. o)t )] senutt, ) de
)

E/O /’JI‘d G* (2, u(t, )G (u(t, z))|u(t, z)| " dz dt.

Since 7°(v) < 1jy)<3, we have

/ /X(O,m,v)wg(v) dv dz < / /|X\(O,x,v)]l|v§3|vll_7 dvdr <2-3°77.
¢ JR ¢ JR

Using the estimate (124)) in Step 1a, we have

/ /Td/g ) o' sgn(v)dn(t, z,v)
<E/ /Td/11|v|<€| |_7 n(t, z,v) +IE/ /Td/]12<|v|<3dnt:cv

< (E’" (0.7 Xf =, gm) +En([0,T] x T x [3,3])

DT
< (@ +3) (ol +32 5L

By Assumption[I.1] we have

3 [ [ Gt )] senlult. ) de di

32-1p T u(t, z)]*” B
<2 (E J R e e P P
0 Td 15

320471
2

< T(e'™7+3%7).
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Since 7°(u(t, z)) < Lju,e) <3 and using Assumption|1.1, we have

(1—7
//dcwum Gy (ult, 2))ult, 2)| de dt
T
(1L-7)3*'D
S 5 / d|u (t x)] ]1|utx)|<3 dx dt
T

_ 2a—y

< (1 7)23 DT.

We have

(1—~ //Td/ v)|v| "7 dn(t, z,v)

S 2. 3277 -+ (8177 + 3) <HUOHL1 -+ 320&71

T(e'™7 4 3*7)

DT n 321D
2 2

1 — ~)320-7D
Lo 7>23 T.

Letting ¢ — 0 and using Fatou’s lemma, we arrive at (121)).
We derive (122)) in two steps.
Step 1b Let (; be as in Step 1a. For fixed h > 1, let

1 ].
O (u) = Eﬂh§|u\§2h7 / / s) ds dr.

Choosing o(t, z,v) = (;(t)©,,(v) and taking the expectation in (T3)), we get

E/O y ¢ (1)On(u(t, x)) do dt + /Td /}RX(07$7U)9;1(U) dv dx

= %IE N G(t)dn(t, z,v) — %E/O /’]l‘d G?(z, u(t, ) ()0, (u(t, x)) dx dt,

(126)
where Ay, = [0, 7] x T x ([—2h, —h] U [h, 2h]). Since O}, (v) < 1j,>1, we have

[, [x0evei@avds < [ ] 020101 o de < ol
T¢ JR Td JR

Recall that v € [3,1]. Using Assumption and Lemma we have for C' =
C(T,a,D) >0

5B [ | G utt)aoeut.a)) do d

D r u(t, x
—E/ %ﬂhsw,z)g% dx dt
Td

T
<2 I8 [ (e, ) d
0
< CR**7(|lugl 1 + 1).
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‘We obtain

TEIn([0,T) % T x ([~2h, ~h] U [, 20]))| < ol 2 + (| + 1)
(127)
Furthermore, we may multiply (I26)) by / and observe that
hOy(ug) < h22%|ug|*
In addition, using Assumption [I.T]and Lemma[4.1]

1" "
§E/ / h G*(z,u(t, ) ()0, (u(t, ) d dt
0o Jrd
D T
< —E/ |u|** Lp<u<on do dt
2 0 Td -

C (63
< S uoll. +1).
Similarly as done for the estimate (127)), we arrive at
C
Efn([0,T] x T x ([=2h, =h] U [, 2R]))| < h*7*uo|l 72 +  (Iluoll72. + 1).
(128)

Step 2b Let (; be as in Step la, »r > 2 and
[v]

77%(1]) = (’U’ — 1)11§|v|§2 + ]12<‘U|§% —+ ( — ;) ]1%<‘U|§2%'

Let i

¥ (v) = 7 (0) o] sgn(v),
and let U*(v) = [ ¢”(0)do. We may choose ¢(t,z,v) = ((t)1)*(v) and take the
expectation in @) to have

T ~
/ G ()0 (ult, z)) d dt+/ / (0, z, ) ()| o[ sgn(v) dv da
T T4

_E/LL/@ 0) o sgn(v) dn(t, z, v)
+(2(e—73)+1E //Td/g ()|v]* 7 dn(t, z, v)

B —E / /T ) G2 (z,u(t, )G ) (7)) (u(t, ) |u(t, )X sgn(u(t, z)) d dt

- %E/o 1 GP(a ult, @) G () (ult, @) ult, )7 da dt.
(129)
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Since n*(v) < 1jy/>1, we have

/ / (0, z,v)” (V)| sgn(v) dv dz < [Jug|*%...
Td
Using estimates (I27) and (I28) in Step 1b, we have

/ / /Q 7]” |v| N+ 1sgn(v) dn(t,z,v)
< E/ / / <ﬂ1<lv<2+ %<UI<2%) v |2(a 7+1dn(t z,0)
Td

< 22 VFYEn([0, T] x T x ([-2,-1] U [1,2]))]
+ 32O VEn([0,T] x T x ([=25¢, =] U [, 254]))|)

2(a—7)

C
(ol +1).

< 220 (1 4 O)lfuolls + €] + 52077 gl 35 +

By Assumption[I.T|and Lemma4.1] we have
1 T / O{f"
§E/ /d G2 (@, u(t, )G () (1) (u(t, 2))|ut, ) " sgn(u(t, x)) du dt
o Jr

1 T ]l% ult,r » a—~
<32 [ [ @t (nl<|u<t,x>|<2+%) juft, D) do it
Td

D T 2042 ¥)+1
=3 E/ / Lisjueay<zlu(t, )7 do dt
0 Td
T 20+2(a—7)+1
u(t,
+ E/ / 1%§|u(t,x)\§2%| ( )’ dx dt)
0 Td Vel
T
<D (22a+2(aﬁl)T + E/ / 1%§\U(t,m)\§2%|u(ta 37)’2&4_2(&_7) dx dt>
0 Td

T

<D (22a+2(a—ﬁ)T + E/ [u(t, ) |73 dt)
0

< 22207 D 4 C(||luo||2%a + 1).

Since 7 (u(t x)) < Ljy(t,2))>1 and using Assumption (1.1} Lemma{.1| we have

g / /WGQ‘% u(t, )G (ult, ) |u(t, 2)| " da dt
< (2(04—2 D / / Lty [u(t, x)’2a+2(a D g dt

< (2(a— DE/ ||u(t,-)|]%%a dt

< cio- DD g + 1)
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‘We have

(2 —7) +1) /‘Ah/ ()|o]* 7 dn(t, z, v)

< ol Z8e + 221+ O)uollr + O + 517 o33

P Cile! (130)
+ 2 ol + 1) + 22520 DTD + o35 + 1)

C2(a — 1)
+ CRODED (g2, 1 1),

Letting >z — oo and using Fatou’s lemma in (I30), we arrive at

2(a—79)+1) ///|v|2(a'ydntxv)
Td

< JJuolFa + 22" (1 + O)luoll g2 + C] + 22+ ITD

+O(uol. + 1)+ CHETED (g, 41y

< Ca(fluollz2 + 1)

]

Remark 4.3. 1t follows from Lemma [4.2] and the definition of n, in (12)) that we can

control ]1|u|<2Vu Eaal= Lim by ug € L} and ﬂ|u‘22vum§l+a e L%, byuy €
L2a

w,t,x

Lemma 4.4. Let m € (1,00) and v € [5,1]. Letu : Q x (0,7) x T* — R be
a measurable function. Then for any r € [%, mT_l + «), there is a constant C' =

C(m,a,T,d) > 0 such that

T
Ellul% o750 < C <esssup1a||u< )2 2oy + E / / IVt 0) P d dt) .
0 T

te[0,7)

(131)
Proof. We prove in Lemma [B.1] (Appendix [B)) the following version of Poincaré in-
equality for fixed w € ;¢ € [0,7] and any C = C(m, o, d) > 0,

lu(t, z)|* de < C
Td

( leﬂ(tx)ldﬂf)% +/W(V(u(t,x))7”)2 d:}:] . (132)

Using (132)) and Holder’s inequality, we have

T
E/‘ u(t, )| da dt
0 Td
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T 2r
< _E/ (/ lu(t, x)|dx) + / (V(u(t,x))")? dz| dt
0 Td Td
< CTesssupE ( lu(t, z |d93) + C’IE/ / % de dt.
te[0,7) Td Td
O]
For the rest of the discussion, we write the kinetic form of (I)) as follows:
Oix — mu[" T Aax =) dumugiBr + 00, (133)

k=1
,_ 12
where ¢ :=n — 5G0y—y.

Proof of Theorem[1.2] Let x be the kinetic function corresponding to u and solving
(133). Let ¥y, € C°(R,) supported in the ball By(0) such that ¥, = 1 in B;(0) and
v, ;= 1—V,. We consider the following decompositions for small and large velocities

X=xXxYo+x¥ = x“+x", and ¢=qVy+q¥; =¢"+q . (134)

Then, we can write

u=uS+u = /X<dv - /X>dv. (135)

In order to apply Lemma [3.3] we introduce a cut-off in time in the kinetic form (133).
Let N > 0 and ¢ € C*(R,) such that ¢ = 1fort € (+,7 — +) and ¢ = 0 for

N
t ¢ (0,T). Multiplying (133) by ¥y, ¥; and ¢ we obtain two equations

D(x"¢) —mlo|" T A( Z% o9k VodBy (136)
+ X<8t<b q$0, Yo + 0,(¢~ ),
B(x”¢) — mlo[" A7) = Zau o6 165 137

+ X>at¢ + q9, Vo + 0,(q” 9).

The proof is then divided into three steps, where in the first two we derive the estimates
for u= using (136) and u~ using (I37). The estimates for « follow by combining those
for u< and v~ in the final step.
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Step 1 We treat u<. Let §;, = ¢,Woo, h = x<0, — q3, ¥y and h :

(136). We apply Lemmato (T36) choosing ~y, p € (0,1) close to one, v €
€€ (0,1)and @ = -*; > 1 small enough such that v* < 1in (I5) and x, = % p=m
in (I7). Using the embedding contained in Lemma[2.3] the estimate (I8)) becomes

<@l e

1
2
m+1
SIXolls,  + <§ g (u) T (u)pVu"2 v||L3m>

+ (leuw‘“vwzﬂ(u)%( ) >||Lgm> (138)

k=1

N

<ZesssupH (gr(u )2HL1 HU @ 1)( k(u)Wo(u) HL1 )
— tefo1] e

1—
1ol Rl + W0l Rl gy + a6l

wtac

Since x<¢ € L .20 has norm bounded by 1 (for 3 large) and |u| can be estimated by a
constant on the support of W, we estimate the first and the last term on the right-hand
side in (138) as follows

Iollya, a6, S 1

w,t,x

Using Assumption [[.TJand Lemma4.2]for the second and third term on the right-hand
side in (138) lead to

2

(Z g (w) Wo(w)pVu™s " 122, ) + (ZHum‘f”*V(gk(U)‘Ifo(U)sﬁ)Higm>
k=1

< 1Wo(w)eVa 7 2

wtz

1

The fourth term on the rlght -hand side in (I38) is controlled using Assumption [I.1]
#(2v—1)+1
estimating |u| and |u|™ by a constant on the support of ¥

(ZesssupH<gk<u>\vo<u>¢<t»2}|§l A2 (g, () T (w))?| ) St

1 tE[O,T] w,T w,t,r

Next, we check that |v|'""h € L. #¢y. Since |v|' ™" can be estimated by a constant
on the support of ¥, and 0, ¥, we integrate with respect to the variable v and apply
Lemma[4.2]to obtain

H|U|1_’yh“L&,///Tv = |||'U|l_’y( <at¢ - stqav\IjO) ||L&).%TV
S Ix0dlry, .+ 1elvl g0, ol Ly
S 0dlulllzy,  + lluollzy + 1.

w,t, T
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Using Lemma we have

|||U|_’Yh||L&,//fTv = |||U|_’yq<¢”L3,.//lTv ~ ”uO”L1 + 1

Then in view of the estimates above, (138]) becomes

||U<¢>||Lm wZzm S ||3t¢|u|||L1

w,t,x

Step 2 We treat u~. Let Qk = ¢ U0, h == "0 + ¢0,¥y and h = ¢~ ¢ in
(I37). We apply Lemma || with p € (0,1), v > 1 chosen close to one,
ve (s %) ec (O 1) and w = -%; > 1 small enough such that 4* > 1 close to one
in (15) and x, = m, p = min . Using the embedding contained in Lemma
the estimate (18]) becomes

[0 0|l g

1
2
m+41
SIColls  + <§jugk DT, )

2

<Z”“2” V(g1 (u) U1 (u )¢)H%3M> (140)

<Z esssupH gr(u )QHL% A (g (u) Wy (u) ¢ Hm )
te[0,T] o wh

1—
+ |||U| ’yh”L&,///Tv + |||U| ’thLb/fTv + |Iu>¢|lLi7t,z

N

Since x~¢ € Lw .2 Das norm bounded by 1 (for 3 large) and using Lemma we
estimate the first and the last term on the right-hand side in (140)

I lly, o+ 6l

w,t,T

< 1 + ||UOHL1.

Recall that o € [%, 1]. The second and third term on the right-hand side in (140) are
estimated using Assumption [[.TJand Lemma [4.2]

(Z lge ()W ()¢ V™77, ) (ZHU‘Z7 V(g (u) U1 (u)¢ )I!Lgm>

m+l a
S Wi (w)oVa = | 2

w,t,x

S lluollzza +1.
(141)

By the assumptions above, s is large and v is close to % Letr = a+ (v — %) <

-1+ . The fourth term on the right-hand side in (T40) is estimated using Assumption
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Lemmal4.1} Lemmal4.4] Lemmald.2) L2%(T?) — L'(T%) and r < 2« as follows

SIS

(Zesssup“ gr(u )2“%1 A1) (g (u) Wy (u) Hm )
< 1e[0,1] o b

1

< (esssupE / u(t, )20 () () dx) (E / lu(t, 2) [, ()b (1) 2 da dt) -
te[0,T) t,x

S (ol + 1) (Ellugliz. )™
1 1

N 25 T 25
< (ol +1) ( supEHu(t)u%ﬁ(Td)) (2 [yt )
0 T

te[0,7

(uoll oo + D) (Uluoll 72 + lluoll oo +1)

<
~Y
o r r
S ||uollf2a||uO||£1 + [Juol| 2o + lluollfn + 1
<
~Y

L)+

o7z ™" + lluolFan + luolls + 1 S uoll35- +

(142)

Next, we check that [v|'"h € LL.#ry. Since |v|"" can be estimated by a constant
on the support of ¥; and 9, ¥y, we apply Lemma [4.2]to

ol Rl caay = 0] (¢ 8560 + 6485 Wo) | 1.1
S lodlulllry, =+ lluollr + 1.

w,t,T

Using again Lemma[4.2] we have

ol 2l gy = 0] 0" Bl gy S Nuoll 730 + 1.

Then in view of the estimates above, (I40) becomes

[0 Ol weem S (1Ordlulll

w,t,x

+ [JuollZ3 + (143)

Conclusion We may set ¢y (t) = (Nt)—(Nt—NT+T), where ¢p € C*(R) with
0<v <1,supp® C (0,00), ¢(t) = 1fort > T and ||0;¢)||zr = 1. For N — o0,
¢nu — uljy r) in the sense of distributions, while 9;¢ is a smooth approximation of

Sgt=0y — Oqu=ry. Using (I39) and (143), we have

Sup ||UN||Lgth§m’m S SUP ||u§||Lgth§m*m + SUP ||U§||L;ntwgw’m
NeEN ’ Ne ’ Ne

S sup [[[uldegnllzy,, . + HuOHLm

w,t,T

< sup esssup E|u(t)| 2 /|3t¢N| dt + |Juol| 73« +
NeN t€[0,1]
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Sending N — oo and using the weak lower semicontinuity of the norm in
L™ (€; L™(0,T; We=™(T4)), we obtain (2). O

Proof of Theorem|[I.3] The proof is similar to the one of Theorem [[.2] Let x be the
kinetic function corresponding to u and solving (133). Let Wy, ¥y, &, X<, x> ¢%, ¢,
u~ and u~ be as in the proof of Theorem As above, we multiply (133) by Vo,
U, and ¢ and we obtain (136) and (I37)). Again, we derive the estimates for u< using

(136) and w~ using (137) separately.

Step 1 We treat u<. Let §r := g Voo, h := X<, — qdpd, Vo and h := Pq=. We
apply Lemma [3.5| Part (i) to (I36) choosing vy, p € (0,1) close to one, € € (0,1) and
w = %7 > 1 small enough such that p = 1in (68), ¢ = 2, p € (p,q) in and

K = %— in (69). Using the embedding contained in Lemma in the estimate ((70),
we arrive at

[N

(o)
P o (Z Hul—vgk<u>\vo<u>¢||igm)
k=1

: (Z esssup | (g6 () Ba(w) (1)) 7, [0 (g Wow)0)?

r—1 t€0,T]

L -
+ o1 hll g + 1017 Al Ly + 10l Lo
(144)

The first, third, fourth and fifth term on the right-hand side above are estimated as in
Step 1 in the proof of Theorem[I.2] The second term on the right-hand side in (I44)
is treated using Assumption|1.1{and estimating ]u\g_% by a constant on the support of
W

N

(ZE [ hutt. )P g e, ) outt )o(0) ds dt) St
k=1 2

The sixth term on the right-hand side in (144)) is treated estimating |u| by a constant
on the support of ¥ as follows

||u<¢||L§L§L§ S L
Then in view of the arguments above, (144) becomes

[0S0l 1 poezpy S NOlulllny,, + lluollr + 1. (145)

w,t,x
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Step 2 We treat u”. Let § = ¢ V10, h = X~ 9,0 + q0, ¥y and h := ¢~ p. We
apply Lemma [3.5] Part (ii) to with €, € € (0,1) small enough, p € (0,1), 7 €
(1,1 + €(m — 1)) close to one, ( € (0,5 — €),v € (3,00) close to one half and
w = -*; > 1 small enough such that x; := ( — € = %—. Then using the embedding

contained in Lemma [2.3]in the estimate (71)), we arrive at

HU>¢HL5W{’“2Li

S (Z "% gp.(w) ¥y (u )¢ll72 ,y>
k=1
<Z esssup [ (gx(u) 1 ()o(t) 7|7,

T tefo,T]

N

| (146)

1
D (g (w) W ()7

Bl + 101 Rl g + 07 Ol 2

The second and fourth term on the right-hand side above are estimated as in Step 2
of proof of Theorem Recall that o € [3,1]. The first term on the right-hand side
in (140)) is treated using Assumption [I.1] Holder’s inequality, Jensen’s inequality and
estimate in Step 2 of proof of Theorem

N[

<Z]E/ |u(t7‘7”)|2V_1|gk(xvu(tv‘r))\lll(u(t?x))gb(tﬂ2 dzx dt)
k=1 Jb7

T 1 1 %

< (]E / / lu(t, z) [T gy dt)

0 T 1 1 .

T = P 2
< ( / E ( / lu(t, z)[** dm) ( / u(t, )2 T2 d:v) dt)

T 7
< | ess sup]E/|u t, )| da (E/ /|u(t,m)]2a+%(2”_l) dx dt)
t€[0,T 0 Jz

S lluollZ5. +

Next, we check that h € L} .#7y. We apply Lemmato

1Pl sy = [IX7 020 + 0q0u Vol L3y < (100 lul [ 11

w,t,x

+ lluollr + 1.
The fifth term on the right-hand side in is treated using Lemma

lw” Ny rzry < lluollpr + 1.
Then in view of the arguments above, (146])) becomes

lu” @Ml 1 ez gy S 10dlulllzy, , + lluoll 2 + (147)
w'rt

w,t,T
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Conclusion Let ¢y and uy be as in the proof of Theorem Using (143) and
(147), we have

< >
b ooy ey S S99 IRy, + 508 Iy oy

< sup ||[ul@epn iy, , + lluoll75a +1
NeN

w,t,z

< sup esssup Ef|u(t)]| 11 /|5t¢1v| dt + ||uol[3%. + 1.
NeN te[0,T] ¢

Sending N — oo and using the weak lower semicontinuity of the norm in
L' (Q; We2(0,T; L*(T?)), we obtain (3). O

Proof of Corollary[l.6] Let o, 6, € [0,2) be such that 0, < &, and let o; € [0,1).
From Theorem[I.2]and Theorem[I.3] we know that

w € L™(; L™(0,T; Wo=™(T%)) N LY(Q; W2(0, T; L*(T%))).

Recall that 6 € (0,1), % = L0 4 ¢ and % = 0 1 % We apply a series of real
interpolation arguments below. We use [29, Theorem 1.3.3 (a)] in the first embed-
ding, [29, Theorem 1.18.4] in the first equality, [29, Theorem 1.3.3 (d)] in the second
embedding, [2, Theorem 3.1] in the second and last equality, [7, Theorem 3.4.1 (a),
Corollary 3.8.2] in the last embedding to obtain for all € € (0,1 — )

L™ (9 (0, T; W-™(T1))) N LY W*(0,T; L1(T*)))

= (L™(; L™ (0, T; W™ (T))), L1 W2(0, T; L'(T7))))
= LP (€ (L™(0, T; Wo™(T%))), W*(0,T; L' (T%)))e.,)

< LP (Q (L™(0, T; W™ (T%))), W*(0,T; L' (T%)))s,,)

= LP (Q; WO74(0,T; (W7=™(T), L'(T?) )o,q))

— LP (Q; W90, T; (L' (T?), W™ (T))1_p—cp))

= L7 (Q; WP704(0,T; WU—0=9%r(T7))) |

0,p

We choose ¢ small enough such that (1 — 6 — €)6, = (1 — 0)o,. From the estimates
(2) and (3) of Theorem|[I.2]and TheoremI.3]and the embeddings above, we have

”u“LP(Q;W"f’t«q(O,T;W(1*9>Uz,P(']I‘d))) < (luoll 732 +1)°(uo 7% +1)*°

S lluolZ5. + 1.
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A L'-based averaging techniques and the stochastic in-
tegral

In this section we show the incompatibility of the L!-based averaging techniques

used in the deterministic setting (i.e. when g = 0 in (I))) with the presence of stochas-

tic integral. In [16]], the stochastic forcing was treated by means of an extension of the

deterministic L%’x—based techniques using the distributional inequality (8]) in the kinetic
form (7)) as follows

L0y, Vg, v)x 1= 9yx —m|v|" Ay
s ) s ) 1
= X0ugiB = D 0u(xgr) B + 0= 5 G0y + 1),
k=1 k=1
This implies a representation of the solution u in terms of

u(t,r) = /X(t,x,v) dv = /et‘f(V”’”)X(O,x,v) dv

v

0 t

D R P AEROLEN R
k=1 YV 0
0 t

Y / / e~ =L, (_x (5, 2,0)g8(x, 0))dBe(5) dv
k=1 YV 0

1 1,
+ /Um&,(—56* 5u:1, + n) dv,

where .Z(V,, v) is identified with the linear symbol .Z (£, v) := m|v|™ '472|¢|*. The
deterministic analysis for the regularity results in [[15,|18] rely on multiplier estimates
parametrized in velocity, that is on estimates of the type for & € [0,1) and all v € R

&

1(=AL)2 2, (Va,0)(t — 5)e” LV 0 < C(t — 5,0,m, &), (148)

where .Z,(V ., v) denotes the v-derivative of .2 (V,, v).

We present an informal argument to show that the techniques used in the determin-
istic setting fail to produce optimal estimates in the case of a stochastic forcing term.
Roughly speaking, the aim would be to derive an estimate on

BI-a)7Y [ [T 0,05 o o)) dolyy (149
k=1Y"

for v as large as possible. As usual in the theory of stochastic PDEs [8]], one may at best
expect an improvement of spatial regularity of one order from the linear/nonlinear heat
equation due to the non-vanishing quadratic variation of Brownian motion. Hence,
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there would be no hope to get anywhere near optimal estimates without using a priori
regularity of .

One might then be tempted to try arguing via bootstrapping, as it is often done
in the context of averaging lemmata for scalar conservation laws [21]. However, this
technique is again incompatible with the quadratic structure of a stochastic integral.
We sketch an informal estimate which highlights this issue with the stochastic inte-
gral. In the following, we assume that y is compactly supported in v. Informally, the
term (149) can be treated using an integration by parts in v, Burkholder—Davis—Gundy
inequality, Jensen’s inequality and the multiplier estimate (148)

BI(-80)7 Y [ [ e 0400, (x(s, 0l o)) dBu(s) dolly,
k=100

(e

% X (5,2, 0)gu(,v) dv

/ (AL, (Ve 0)(t — 5)e” (7o) Z (V)

v

2 1/2
ds) dx dt

T o0 t )
< (/ ZE/ /“(_Aw)gz;(vx,v)(t — 5)67(t*3)$(vz,v)
0 j=1 Y0 Ju

1/2
X (_A:c)%X(S, ) gk (- U)||%%dv ds dt)

T 0 t ~ 1/2
s( [>ef ] c<t—s,v,mmn(—Azﬁx(s,-w)gk(-,v)rﬁgdvdsdt> .
0 k=1 0 v

(150)

The incompatibility of the usual L,},z—based arguments with the Lfﬂ&—based nature of

the stochastic integral becomes apparent, since the term (—A,)2x on the right-hand
side of (150) is not in wa when o > % Therefore, one cannot obtain more than one
derivative with these bootstrapping arguments. For this reason, this approach cannot
be used to prove the optimal regularity result of Theorem [I.2]

B Poincaré inequality

Lemma B.1. Let x € T? ford > 1. For any r > % there is a constant C' = é(r, d) >
0 such that

u(z)[" dz < C ( Td|u(m)|dz)2r+/Td(V(u(x))’")Q dx (151)

Td
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Proof. We argue by contradiction. Assume that the estimate (151)) is false. Then there
exists an 7 so that for all C, there is a function u satisfying

</Td ua ()] dx) o + /Td(vug(x)y dx] '

By homogeneity, we can assume [, |ug(z)|*"dz = 1. Then,

(/W [ug ()] d;c) ol n /Td(wg(x))? d:c] : (152)

Letting C — 0o, we have

/ lug(z)|*dz > C
Td

1
—-= >
C

|uls(z)Pde = 1, (153)

Td

and
/ IVul(z)[*dz — 0.
Td

Thus, the ug, are uniformly bounded in H ! and there is a convergent subsequence
uZ, — U in L?. Taking limit in (153) we get [, |U(z)[*dz = 1 and taking limit in
(152)) and using the lower semicontinuity of the second term on right-hand side, we
have

0> /T (VU(2))? dr.

Thus, U is constant U = |']I‘d|*%. On the other hand, taking a subsequence, we have
ug, — U almost everywhere and so [us| — [U |1/, Using Fatou’s lemma, we have

C—oo C—oo

2r 2r
1
( \U ()M dx) < (liminf/ lug ()] dx) <liminf = = 0.
Td Td

Hence, U = 0, leading to a contradiction. ]

C Optimal time integrability and scaling

In this section we present a scaling argument that suggests the optimal time inte-
grability of solutions of porous medium equations. Consider

O = A(Ju|/™ " u) on (0,T) x T¢,

154
u(0) = ug on T, (154
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with ug € L*(T¢) andm > 1. For T > 0,1 < p < 00, s € (0,00) \ N, f €
WY (R; X) and § = s — |s| € (0,1), recall the definition of the homogeneous

loc
Slobodeckij seminorm

DUl () = DUl £(» v
Ulors = ([ PO DI o) < s
[0,7]%[0,T1]

[t — 2[riT

with the usual modification in the case of p = oc.

Lemma C.1. Let T > 0, m € (1,00), p > 1 and o, € (0, 3). Assume that there is a
constant C > 0 such that

lwllyiroewor,pr(ray < ClluollLr(ray, (156)
for all solutions u to (154)). Then necessarily p < Uit

Proof. Given a solution u to (T34)), for every n > 1, also u(t, z) := nu(n™ 't,z) is a
solution to (154). Thus, @ satisfies (156) i.e.

1@llvirorr(o,r;zr(rayy < ClltiollLr(re).- (157)
‘We observe

L m=1(e=3)|

||17J||Waw(o,T;L1(1rg)) =1 |U||va(o,nm—1T;L1(1rg))v

and
ol L1 (xey = nlluoll L1 (ray-
It follows from (157)) that

—(m=1)(o¢

_1
||u||W0tvP(O,nm*1T;L1(’]I‘§.)) <Cn ») ||U0||L1(1rg)-

Letting n — oo, this leads to a contradiction (for non-trivial u) unless

1
p< —.
Oy

]

Acknowledgments. SB is supported by a scholarship from the EPSRC Centre for
Doctoral Training in Statistical Applied Mathematics at Bath (SAMBa), under the
project EP/LLO15684/1. BG acknowledges support by the Max Planck Society through
the Max Planck Research Group Stochastic partial differential equations. This work
was funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foun-
dation) - SFB 1283/2 2021 - 317210226. HW is supported by the Royal Society
through the University Research Fellowship UF140187 and by the Leverhulme Trust
through a Philip Leverhulme Prize. SB, BG and HW thank the Isaac Newton In-
stitute for Mathematical Sciences for hospitality during the programme Scaling lim-
its, rough paths, quantum field theory, which was supported by EPSRC Grant No.
EP/R014604/1.

64



References

[1] Herbert Amann. Operator-valued Fourier multipliers, vector-valued Besov
spaces, and applications. Mathematische nachrichten, 186(1):5-56, 1997.

[2] Herbert Amann. Compact embeddings of vector-valued Sobolev and Besov
spaces. Glasnik matematicki, 35(1):161-177, 2000.

[3] Herbert Amann. Linear and quasilinear parabolic problems. Volume II: Function
Spaces, volume 106. Birkhduser/Springer, 2019.

[4] Hajer Bahouri, Jean-Yves Chemin, and Rapha&l Danchin. Fourier analysis and
nonlinear partial differential equations, volume 343. Springer Science & Busi-
ness Media, 2011.

[5] Viorel Barbu, Giuseppe Da Prato, and Michael Rockner. Stochastic porous media
equations. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, volume 2163. Springer, 2016.

[6] Viorel Barbu and Michael Rockner. An operatorial approach to stochastic par-
tial differential equations driven by linear multiplicative noise. Journal of the
European Mathematical Society, 17, 02 2014.

[7] Joran Bergh and Jorgen Lofstrom. Interpolation spaces: An introduction, volume
223. Springer Science & Business Media, 2012.

[8] Giuseppe Da Prato and Jerzy Zabczyk. Stochastic equations in infinite dimen-
sions. Cambridge university press, 2014.

[9] Konstantinos Dareiotis, Maté Gerencsér, and Benjamin Gess. Entropy solu-
tions for stochastic porous media equations. Journal of Differential Equations,
266(6):3732-3763, 2019.

[10] Konstantinos Dareiotis, Maté Gerencsér, and Benjamin Gess. Porous media
equations with multiplicative space-time white noise. Annales de [’ Institut Henri
Poincaré, Probabilités et Statistiques, 2020.

[11] Alison Etheridge. An introduction to superprocesses. Number 20. American
Mathematical Society, 2000.

[12] Benjamin Fehrman and Benjamin Gess.  Well-posedness of the Dean-
Kawasaki and the nonlinear Dawson—Watanabe equation with correlated noise.
arXiv:2108.08858, 2021.

[13] Benjamin Gess. Strong solutions for stochastic partial differential equations of
gradient type. Journal of Functional Analysis, 263(8):2355-2383, 2012.

65



[14] Benjamin Gess. Random attractors for stochastic porous media equations per-
turbed by space—time linear multiplicative noise. The Annals of Probability,
42(2):818 — 864, 2014.

[15] Benjamin Gess. Optimal regularity for the porous medium equation. Journal of
the European Mathematical Society, 23, 2020.

[16] Benjamin Gess and Martina Hofmanovd. Well-posedness and regularity for
quasilinear degenerate parabolic-hyperbolic SPDE. The Annals of Probability,
46(5):2495-2544, 2018.

[17] Benjamin Gess and Xavier Lamy. Regularity of solutions to scalar conservation
laws with a force. In Annales de I’ Institut Henri Poincaré C, Analyse non linéaire,
volume 36, pages 505-521. Elsevier, 2019.

[18] Benjamin Gess, Jonas Sauer, and Eitan Tadmor. Optimal regularity in time and
space for the porous medium equation. Analysis and PDE, 13(8):2441 — 2480,
2020.

[19] Loukas Grafakos. Classical Fourier analysis. Graduate Texts in Mathematics,
volume 249. Springer, New York, 2008.

[20] Jong Uhn Kim. On the stochastic porous medium equation. Journal of Differen-
tial Equations, 220(1):163-194, 2006.

[21] Pierre-Louis Lions, Benoit Perthame, and Eitan Tadmor. A kinetic formulation
of multidimensional scalar conservation laws and related equations. Journal of
the American Mathematical Society, 7(1):169-191, 1994.

[22] Sylvie Méléard and Sylvie Roelly. Interacting measure branching processes.
Some bounds for the support. Stochastics: An International Journal of Prob-
ability and Stochastic Processes, 44(1-2):103—-121, 1993.

[23] Edwin Perkins. Part ii: Dawson—Watanabe superprocesses and measure-valued
diffusions. Lectures on probability theory and statistics, pages 125-329, 2002.

[24] Claudia Prévot and Michael Rockner. A concise course on stochastic partial
differential equations. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, volume 1905. Springer,
2007.

[25] Michael Rockner and Feng-Yu Wang. Non-monotone stochastic generalized
porous media equations. Journal of Differential Equations, 245(12):3898-3935,
2008.

[26] Hans-Jiirgen Schmeisser and Hans Triebel. Topics in Fourier analysis and func-
tion spaces. A Wiley-Interscience Publication. John Wiley and Sons, Ltd., Chich-
ester, 1987.

66



[27] Eitan Tadmor and Terence Tao. Velocity averaging, kinetic formulations, and
regularizing effects in quasi-linear PDEs. Communications on Pure and Applied
Mathematics, 60(10):1488-1521, 2007.

[28] Hans Triebel. General function Spaces, III. Spaces BYY) and F£™, 1 < p < oco:
Basic properties. Analysis Mathematica, 3(3):221-249, 1977.

[29] Hans Triebel. Interpolation theory, function spaces, differential operators, vol-
ume 18. North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam-New York, 1978.

67



	1 Introduction
	1.1 Structure of the paper

	2 Preliminaries
	2.1 Notation and Spaces
	2.2 Kinetic solution

	3 Averaging Lemmata
	4 Application to Stochastic Porous Medium Equations
	A L1-based averaging techniques and the stochastic integral
	B Poincaré inequality
	C Optimal time integrability and scaling

