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A CLASS OF SUPERCRITICAL/CRITICAL SINGULAR STOCHASTIC PDEs:
EXISTENCE, NON-UNIQUENESS, NON-GAUSSIANITY,
NON-UNIQUE ERGODICITY

MARTINA HOFMANOVA, RONGCHAN ZHU, AND XIANGCHAN ZHU

ABSTRACT. We study the surface quasi-geostrophic equation with an irregular spatial perturbation
o0 +u-V0=—v(-A)"204¢,  uw=v(=A)le,

on [0,00) x T2, with v > 0, v € [0,3/2) and ¢ € Bx2L"(T?) for some s > 0. This covers the case
of ( = (—A)O‘/2§ for a < 1 and ¢ a spatial white noise on T?. Depending on the relation between
v and «, our setting is subcritical, critical or supercritical in the language of Hairer’s regularity
structures [Hail4]. Based on purely analytical tools from convex integration and without the need
of any probabilistic arguments including renormalization, we prove existence of infinitely many
. . . op p—1/2 y—1/2-8 1 . »—3/2-6
analytically weak solutions in Lj, (0,00; B 1) NCp([0,00); B 17 ")NCy([0,00); B4~ ) for
all p € [1,00) and § > 0. We are able to prescribe an initial as well as a terminal condition at
a finite time 7" > 0, and to construct steady state, i.e. time independent, solutions. In all cases,
the solutions are non-Gaussian, but we may as well prescribe Gaussianity at some given times.
Moreover, a coming down from infinity with respect to the perturbation and the initial condition
holds. Finally, we show that the our solutions generate statistically stationary solutions as limits of
ergodic averages, and we obtain existence of infinitely many non-Gaussian time dependent ergodic

stationary solutions. We also extend our results to a more general class of singular SPDEs.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We are concerned with the question of well/ill-posedness as well as long time behavior of the
surface quasi-geostrophic (SQG) equation on T? driven by an irregular spatial perturbation

00 +u-VO=—-vA10+(,
u=VEAT0 = (=0,A710,0,A710) = (—R26,R10), (1.1)
0(0) = 6o,

where A = (—=A)Y/2 v > 0,7 €[0,3/2) and R = (R1, Ra) is the pair of Riesz transforms. Here the
unknown scalar function 6 denotes the potential temperature in the geophysical fluid dynamics. The
spatial perturbation ( is merely assumed to belong to Bgoz)jo" (T?) for some x > 0. This particularly
includes the case of ( = A“E, where & is a space white noise and o < 1. While this is the main
example we have in mind, our construction is entirely deterministic and does not use any probability
theory, treating therefore an arbitrary distribution ¢ in this regularity class.

In the language of regularity structures [Hail4], our setting includes the supercritical, critical as
well as subcritical regime, meaning, the smoothing of the linear part does not need to dominate the
nonlinear term. This can be determined by a simple scaling argument. In the case of (1.1) with
¢ =A@, it can be seen that é(m) = A{(Ax) is again a space white noise in two dimensions. Hence
letting 0(t, z) := AT~ 70(\7¢, Ax) and a(t, z) := AT (N7t Ax) leads to

00 + N2 .V = —vA70 4+ AE.

Consequently, the equation is subcritical if 2y —2 —a > 0, critical if 2y —2 —a = 0 and supercritical
if 2y — 2 — a < 0. As our results are valid for any v € [0,3/2), a < 1 and v > 0, they include all
these three regimes.

This notion of supercriticality /criticality /subcriticality can be also understood in terms of regu-
larity as follows. In view of the regularity of space white noise it holds ( = A%¢ € Bgo%goa’“ for any
k > 0. Hence, it follows formally from Schauder estimates that the solution § belongs to Bl L-o—*
and u has the same regularity. Hence, if this regularity is negative, i.e. # and u are not function
valued, we obtain again formally that the nonlinear term belongs to ng);g_%‘_” provided it can be

made sense of. If this regularity is smaller /equal/bigger than the regularity of the Gaussian noise,



we are in the supercritical/critical/subcritical case. Thus, intuitively, the subcritical case can be
understood as a perturbation of the solution to the linear equation, which is Gaussian.

1.1. Supercritical/critical singular SPDEs. Hairer’s regularity structures theory [Hail4] and
the paracontrolled distributions method by Gubinelli, Imkeller and Perkowski [GIP15] made it
possible to study a large class of singular stochastic PDEs in the subcritical regime. The key
ideas of these theories are to view nonlinearities as perturbations of Gaussian terms and to use the
structure of the solution to give a meaning to the terms which are not classically well-defined. These
terms are well-defined with the help of renormalization for the enhanced noise, i.e. the noise and the
higher order terms appearing in the decomposition of the equations. However, these tricks break
down in the critical and supercritical settings as the nonlinear terms can no longer be viewed as
perturbations of Gaussian random variables. Formally, there are infinitely many terms that require
renormalization.

For this reason, the rigorous understanding of critical and supercritical models is very limited.
In the critical regime, the 2D isotropic Kardar—Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) equation was considered in
[CD20, CSZ20, Gu20] via the Cole-Hopf transform. The 2D anisotropic KPZ equation was studied
in [CES21, CET21] based on the related invariant measure given by a Gaussian measure. Recently,
for a two dimensional critical Navier—Stokes equations, tightness of approximate stationary solutions
and non-triviality of the limit has been established in a weak coupling regime, i.e. with a vanishing
constant in front of the nonlinearity, in [CK21]. We also mention the recent progress in [CSZ21]
for the critical 2D stochastic heat flow. In the supercritical regime, a recent series of works [MU18,
CCM20, DGRZ20, CNN20] studied the KPZ equation for d > 3. More precisely, the d-dimensional
KPZ and the two dimensional critical Navier—-Stokes equations were understood as the limit of
regularized equations and in the approximate equations a vanishing scaling constant was included
in front of the nonlinearity. Additionally, the limit is then given by a stochastic heat equation whose
law is Gaussian (except [CSZ21]).

In [GJ13], global stationary probabilistically weak solutions for stochastic fractional burgers equa-
tion were constructed both in critical and supercritical regime via the energy solution method, which
depends on the related invariant measure given by the law of space white noise. Apart from the
models mentioned above, another classical example of a singular SPDE is the dynamical 4 model.
The critical case corresponding to d = 4 is out of reach at this moment. In a remarkable recent
work [ADC21], it was shown that at large scales the formal ®} invariant measure is Gaussian.

To summarize, the available results for singular SPDEs in the critical and supercritical regime
rely on a particular structure of the models using a certain transform, a vanishing scaling constant
in front of the nonlinearity (the so-called weak coupling regime) or probabilistic arguments using
a Gaussian invariant measure. Our technique only requires the regularity of the driving noise and
can be applied to the equation driven by deterministic forcing or a general noise, not necessarily
Gaussian and without a Gaussian invariant measure. Moreover, we do not need to include a small
scaling constant in front of the nonlinearity and the constructed solutions are not trivial, i.e. not
Gaussian.

We also mention the stochastic quantization of the 4D Yang—Mills theory, which plays an impor-
tant role in the standard model of quantum mechanics. It is a critical model and the construction
of 4D Yang-Mills field is related to one of the Millennium Prize Problems (c.f. [JWO06]). Note that
local unique solutions to the Langevin dynamics for the Yang—Mills model on the two and three
dimensional continuous torus were recently constructed in [CCHS20, CCHS22] by using the theory
of regularity structures.
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1.2. Convex integration. Since the seminal works by De Lellis and Székelyhidi [DLS09, DLS10,
DLS13], convex integration has become a powerful tool in the context of fluid dynamics. It led to a
large number of striking results concerning e.g. the Euler equations [BDLIS15, BDLSV19, Isel8], the
Navier—Stokes equations [BCV18, BV19b, CL20, CL21], the compressible Euler equations [C14, F16],
power law fluids [BMS20] and others. The method was also successfully applied in the context
of the deterministic SQG equation in [BSV19, CKL21, IM21]. Various results were obtained in
the stochastic setting in [BFH20c, CFF19, HZZ19, HZZ22, HZZ723, HZZ21, LZ22, RS21, Yam20a,
Yam20b, Yam21a, Yam21b, Yam21c]. Let us particularly point out our previous work [HZZ21] where
convex integration was for the first time applied in the setting of singular SPDEs. In particular,
we proved global existence and non-uniqueness to the 3D Navier—Stokes system perturbed by a
space-time white noise. This is a subcritical problem. As the noise was also rough in time, it was
necessary to use the power of renormalization combined with paracontrolled calculus in order to
make sense of the equations.

The method of convex integration brings a completely new perspective in the field of (S)PDEs. If
we try to solve (1.1) by classical PDE arguments we see the problem: formally by Schauder estimates
the regularity of a solution to (1.1) is Bgoféo_o‘_"‘. Hence, only if v > 1 4+ a+ « the nonlinear term is
analytically well-defined as in this case 6 and u are function valued. The usual fixed point argument
therefore breaks down for v < 14+ . For 1 + /2 < v < 1+ a, i.e. in the subcritical case, the
regularity structures theory gives a local existence and uniqueness of solutions. However, it does
not work in the critical and supercritical regime.

As we discuss below, the nonlinear term is well-defined even for 8 € H~1/2 which leads to a
notion of weak solution. In the case of v > 14 2a the corresponding estimate for the H~'/2-norm of
the solution # can be closed leading to the existence of global-in-time weak solutions. Nevertheless,
as seen above, this is way above the subcriticality level and in this setting the solution is actually
function valued by Schauder estimates anyway, i.e. no renormalization is required. Hence, this is
of no help to the fixed point argument typically used in proofs of local well-posedness for singular
SPDEs in the subcritical regime. Also critical and supercritical setting is out of reach by this
method.

Let us explain the main ideas of the convex integration approach to the SQG equation. It is
a more constructive way towards existence of solutions than the usual PDE arguments. It is an
iterative procedure which relies on building blocks tailor made to the PDE at hand. Different PDEs
require different structure of these blocks. The building blocks for the SQG equation in [CKL21]
are frequency localized oscillatory waves cos(\,41l - z) for suitable [ € R?. The iteration starts
from an approximate solution, i.e. a solution satisfying the equation up to a certain error. At each
iteration step n+ 1, one adds a perturbation of the form an = >, arng1(x) cos(Apq1l-x) for well-
chosen amplitude functions a; ,4+1(x) supported on much smaller frequencies than the oscillatory
wave cos(A,4+10-2). Consequently, the frequencies of fn+1 are supported in an annulus of size A\, 1.
Hence its product with the previous iteration, which is supported on much smaller frequencies of
size at most \,, is always well defined. The idea is to define the amplitude functions so that after the
perturbation is plugged into the nonlinearity, the corresponding product reduces the error. This way,
the building blocks propagate oscillations through the nonlinearity and no ill-definiteness problem
for the product of the perturbation terms appears due to the special structure of the building blocks.
Repeating this procedure countably many times, one obtains a solution to the desired equation in
the limit.

In our proof, we add the noise scale by scale during the iteration. This way, we are able to
preserve the frequency localization of the perturbations. Furthermore and rather surprisingly, even



a noise of such a low regularity as in the critical and supercritical regime can be viewed as a small
error in this procedure. As a matter of fact, since the dissipative term is anyway treated as a
lower order term and not used to gain regularity, we may drop it altogether. Moreover, we may
also consider a time dependent noise provided it is function valued with respect to time. A time
irregular noise requires further ideas and will be considered in a future work. In addition, it turns
out that our approach can also be applied to other models, see Section 5 for more details. As we
mentioned above, the stochastic quantization of the 4D Yang—Mills theory is a critical SPDE. We
hope that our work and the convex integration method can shed some light on the understanding
of this important model.

1.3. Main results. As in the related deterministic works [BSV19, CKL21, IM21], we make use of
the fact that the nonlinearity in (1.1) is well-defined for 6 € L2 (0, 00; H~'/2). More precisely, for
any 1 € C°°(T?) it holds

1
<u ! V9,1/)> - §<95 [RJ_'a V‘/’]9>7
and the commutator [R-, Vi)] = —[Ra-, 019] + [Ri-, 02¢] maps H—/? to H'/? (c.f. [CKL21,

Proposition 5.1]). Hence, we aim at solving (1.1) in the following sense.

Definition 1.1. We say that § € L?,_(0,00; H=/?) N C([O,oo);B;O%l) is a weak solution to (1.1)
provided for any t > 0

0(t), 1) +/t %<A*1/29,A1/2[RL-,w]o>dt = (0o, ) +/t<< — VA6, 4p)dt
0 0

holds for every 1 € C>(T?). In case of ( = A*E for a spatial white noise & on a probability space
(Q, F,P), we require in addition that 0 is F-measurable.

In the first step, we are interested in the question of well/ill-posedness. Our results may be briefly
summarized as follows and we refer to Theorem 3.2, Theorem 3.4, Corollary 3.5 and Corollary 3.8
for precise formulations and further details.

Theorem 1.2. There exist infinitely many

(1) weak solutions on [0,00) for any prescribed initial condition 6y € C" P-a.s., n > 1/2,
(2) weak solutions on [0, T for any prescribed initial and terminal condition 0y, 67 € C" P-a.s.,
n>1/2,T >4

Moreover, the solutions are non-Gaussian and satisfy a coming down from infinity with respect to
the noise as well as the initial condition.

The reason why we require a smooth initial condition compared to [HZZ21] is that we are now
in a more singular situation, i.e. critical or supercritical regime in the sense of Hairer’s regularity
structure while [HZZ21] only deals with the subcritical regime. In the present paper, we do not rely
on a mild formulation to give meaning to the equation, but instead we understand the equation in a
weak sense. From Definition 1.1 we know that to give a meaning to the solution it only suffices that
it stays in H~'/2. However, in the convex integration estimate we still need to bound the product
of u and . Formally the main irregular part is in H~'/2 and we need to estimate the initial part
multiplied by the main irregular part, which requires the condition n > 1/2.

The core of our proofs is an iterative convex integration procedure in the spirit of [CKL21]. In
the latter work, existence and non-uniqueness of steady state weak solutions to the SQG equation
(1.1) with ¢ = 0 was proved. We show that the spatial irregular perturbation ¢ can be essentially
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treated as a lower order term and added scale by scale as one proceeds through the iteration. In
a similar fashion we can treat the initial as well the terminal condition. The coming down from
infinity provides sharp bounds independent ¢ and of the initial condition.

As the next step, we study the long time behavior, existence of stationary solutions and the
associated ergodic structure. Due to the lack of uniqueness, we understand stationarity in the sense
of shift invariance of the law on the space of trajectories, see also [BFHM19, BFH20e, FFH21]. To
be more precise, we say that a weak solution 6 is a stationary solution provided the probability laws
L[0] and L]O(- + t)] of 6 and 6(- + t), respectively, coincide as probability measures on C'(R; B;{l)
for all ¢ > 0. Accordingly, we say that a stationary solution 6 is ergodic, provided L[f](B) =1 or
L[0](B) = 0 for any B C C(R; B;o%l) Borel and shift invariant.

Note that this setting is different from the usual setting of invariance with respect to a Markov
semigroup. The latter notion can be applied to problems with uniqueness, i.e. where the Markov
property holds. The construction of invariant measures then additionally requires the Feller property
which corresponds to continuous dependence on initial condition. Since non-uniqueness holds true
for (1.1), and it is unclear whether Markov solutions can be obtained by a selection procedure,
we employ the more general notion of invariance with respect to shifts on trajectories. Another
advantage is that continuity of the shift operators comes for free and therefore there is no need
for any Feller property. Also with this notion of invariance, the existence of an ergodic stationary
solution implies the validity of the so-called ergodic hypothesis, i.e. the fact that ergodic averages
along trajectories of the ergodic solution converge to the ensemble average given by its law.

The following is proved Theorem 4.2, Corollary 4.3, Theorem 4.6, Corollary 4.7 and Theorem 4.9.

Theorem 1.3. There exist infinitely many non-Gaussian

(1) stationary solutions,
(2) ergodic stationary solutions,
(3) steady state, i.e. time independent, solutions.

Moreover, the ergodic stationary solutions are time dependent. The point (3) additionally implies
ezxistence and non-uniqueness of solutions to the corresponding elliptic and wave equation.

1.4. Further relevent literature. Stochastic surface quasi-geostrophic equation driven by a trace-
class noise, was studied in [RZZ14, RZZ15, Z7Z17]. Global well-posedness and ergodicity were ob-
tained in [RZZ15] for v € (1,2). It is shown in [RZZ14] that the linear multiplicative noise prevents
the system from exploding with a large probability. More recently, in [FS21] local well-posedness was
proved for the surface quasi-geostrophic equation driven by space-time white noise in the subcritical
regime (i.e. v > 4/3) using the theory of regularity structures.

2. NOTATIONS

2.1. Function spaces. Throughout the paper, we employ the notation a < b if there exists a
constant ¢ > 0 such that a < ¢b, and we write a ~ b if a < b and b < a. Ny := NU {0}.
Given a Banach space E with a norm | - || g, we write CE or C(]0,00); E) to denote the space of
continuous functions from [0,00) to E. We define C'E as the space of continuous functions with
locally bounded first order derivative from [0,00) to E. Similarly, for T > 0 we use CLE as the
space of continuous functions with bounded first order derivative from [0,7] to E. For a € (0,1) we
define C&E as the space of a-Hélder continuous functions from [0, 7] to E, endowed with the norm
HfHC%E = SUD; 4e0,7], 5t % +8Upieo, 1 £ ()|l We also write Cy(]0, 00); E) for functions

in C([0,00); E) such that [[f[lc,(0,00):E) = SUPseo,00) I f()|[E < 00. For g € (0,1] then define
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Cy ([0, 00); E) as functions in C?([0,00); E) such that || fllcs (o sym) = SWPrefoe) | fllosp < o

Similarly we define Cy(R; E), Cl’? (R; E) with [0, c0) replaced by R. For p € [1,00] we write L} E =
LP(0,T; FE) for the space of LP-integrable functions from [0,7] to E, equipped with the usual LP-

norm. We also use L, ([0,00); E) to denote the space of functions f from [0,00) to E satisfying

flio,r) € LE for all T > 0. We use C§° to denote the set of C* functions with mean zero. For f on
T? we follow the Fourier transform convention F f (k) = f(k) = # Jp2 f(@)e~ ™ dz. For s € R, we

set HS = {f: ||(—A)5/2f|\Lz < oo} and equip it with the norm || f| ;. = (207&1@622 |k|25|f(k)|2)1/2.
We use (A;);>_1 to denote the Littlewood—Paley blocks corresponding to a dyadic partition of unity.
Besov spaces on the torus with general indices o € R, p, ¢ € [1, 00] are defined as the completion of
C*>(T4) with respect to the norm

1/q

lullzg, = | D 2*UAulf, |

j>—1

with the usual interpretation as the £>°-norm when g = oo. The Hélder-Besov space C is given by
C* = B, - Let s € R. If f € BS, ; with mean zero, then f € H* N C*® and

[l + 1 flles SIS llBe, , - (2.1)

As in [CKL21] we denote
vew if v=w+Vip

holds for some smooth scalar function p. Define the projection operator for A > 1
— kY .
(Pg)(k) = (5 ) o).

Here 1 € C2°(R?) satisfies (k) = 0 for |k| > 1 and (k) = 1 for |k| < 1/2. We also introduce the
Riesz-type transform R, j = 1,2 as follows

. 25(k2 — k2) T(k2 — k2)  Akiks

RO (ky, ko) = RE(ky, ko) = .
(k1 k) 12(k[2 2k, ke) 12[k[2 k|2
We define the norm
2
llallx == llgll= + Z R7qll Lo
j=1

2.2. Probabilistic elements. Let ¢ be a white noise on T? with mean zero defined on a probability

space (2, F,P). More precisely, (é (k))rezz is a complex-valued centered Gaussian process with
covariance
1

E[(k)E(K)] = o Tp=—pr

and such that & (k) = £ (—k) for all k, k" € Z2. This yields, using the Gaussian hypercontractivity
together with the Besov embedding, that E[[|£[7,-,_.] < oo for all K > 0, p € [1,00).



8 MARTINA HOFMANOVA, RONGCHAN ZHU, AND XIANGCHAN ZHU

3. SOLUTIONS TO THE INITIAL VALUE PROBLEM

We are concerned with the SQG equation driven by a fractional derivative of spatial white noise,
namely

00 +u-VO=—-AN0+ A%,
w=VEAT = (—0,A70, 0, A7) = (—R20,R16), (3.1)
6(0) = 6y,
where v € [0,3/2), @ € [0,1) and £ is a space white noise. For notational simplicity we consider
unitary viscosity ¥ = 1 but our results hold for all v > 0. The goal of this section is to prove
existence of infinitely many solutions to the initial value problem and also existence of infinitely many
solutions with prescribed initial as well as terminal condition. This has consequences regarding the

probability laws of solutions at various times and the so-called coming down from infinity discussed
in Section 3.4.

We proceed similarly as in [CKL21], where existence of infinitely many steady state solutions to
the SQG equation with ¢ = 0 was established. To this end, we let f = A~'6 and observe that the
equation solved by f reads as

Vo (“ORf +AVEf) = V- (A77IVf) + V- (~RATIH),
f(O) = A_loo.

Here 6y € C" for some nn > 1/2 with zero mean. We first assume that there exists deterministic
constants L, N > 1 such that

(3.2)

[Bollcn <N, ll€lle-1-~ < L. (3.3)
We keep this additional assumption on the initial condition and the noise throughout the convex
integration step in Proposition 3.1 and relax it later in the proof of Theorem 3.2.

Define M, = C(N? + L) for a universal constant C' > 0 given below. We consider an increasing

sequence {\,}nen, which diverges to oo, and a sequence {7, },cny which is decreasing to 0. We
choose a e N, b e N, € (0,1) and let

/\n = a(bn)a n = ML/\g)\gﬁa En = )‘71 Hn = (/\n/\n—1)1/27

n

where [ will be chosen sufficiently small and a will be chosen sufficiently large. We first assume
that

M
D S
1—a=b6/2
m=0 m2>=1
and
B/2\—B/4b ~ \B/4 | B[4 B/4—mb/4 ~ \B/4 x B/4
I Y e Y Y e A P Vi + T <30
m>1 m=>1
which boils down to
a’® > 16. (3.4)
More details on the choice of these parameters will be given below in the course of the construction.
The iteration is indexed by a parameter n € Ng. At each step n, a pair (f<p,qn) € C§° x C§° is
constructed solving the following system

_6tRf<n + Aféan_fgn + RA_HO‘P@Wﬁ ~ Av_lvfén + VQnu

3.5
f<n(0) = Pex, 3A™ 60, 3
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We recall that the notation ~ and P¢y were introduced in Section 2. Taking divergence of (3.5)
yields an approximation of (3.2) and ¢, represents an error which shall eventually vanish with
n — o0o. Due to the application of divergence, we only need to consider the mean-free parts of all
the terms in (3.5). For notational simplicity, we do so without further modifying the notation.

We observe that the noise as well as the initial condition are added in (3.5) scale by scale. This
permits to preserve the frequency localization of f<,, ¢, as seen in the following iterative proposition.
Its proof is presented in Section 3.1.

Proposition 3.1. Let L, N > 1 and assume (3.3). There exists a choice of parameters a,b, 3 such
that the following holds true: Let (f<n,qn) for some n € Ny be an F-measurable solution to (3.5)
such that for any t > 0 the frequencies of f<n(t), qn(t) are localized in a ball of radius < 6\, and
< 12N, respectively, and for any t > 0

I f<n(®)ll g/ < 10Mo? (3.6)
for a constant My independent of a,b, 3, My, and
1/2
| f<nllog piva < MoM* A, (3.7)
and for § > /2
I f<nllgyporzs < Mp% + MoMP2 S O + 02T < My? 4 6MoMy 2, (3.8)
’ k=1
and
lan(®)llx <7ps t €277, 00), (3.9)
lgn(®)llx < Mz +> ri <3Mp, te0,27"), (3.10)
k=1
Here we defined ), <o = 0. Then there exists an F-measurable solution (f<n+1,qn+1) which

solves (3.5) with n replaced by n+1 and such that for any t > 0 the frequencies of f<n+1(t), gn+1(t)
are localized in a ball of radius < 6,41 and < 12\, 41, respectively, and

Mori> +ri2, te 272, 00),
1F<nt1(®) = fen(@ll gz < MM} + 712 te (2t 272y, (3.11)
i tefo, 271,
and for 9 < (1/2+ 8/4b) An, t € (2772 c0)
I f<ni1(8) = Fen@®llco < MoM;2X52 291 4 1/2) (3.12)
and for 6 > (/2
1/2
If<ns1 = fenllg, gr/z-s < il (3.13)

and

Tn ) te 2771,00 )
llgni1(t)]lx < { i [ ) (3.14)

T'ﬂ"l‘l + Supse[t7£n+1,t] an(S)HX, t € [07 2_771)'
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Consequently, (f<nt1,qn+1) obeys (3.6), (3.7), (3.8), (3.9) and (3.10) at the level n + 1. Moreover,
for any € > 0 we could choose the parameter a large enough depending on My, Cy such that

If<ns1 = fenll g, grra-s < /2" (3.15)

Now, we start the iteration by letting f<o = P<y,/3A™ " 0o. If 6y € C" then we obtain from (3.5)
Vo = Af<oV* feo + RATITOPoy € — N1V f,
which implies (taking gy mean-free)
laollx < 1160llE + 16ollen + L < C(N? + N + L) = My.
Moreover,
||f<o||3¥f1 < CN.

Consequently, (f<o,qo) obeys (3.6), (3.7), (3.8), (3.9) and (3.10) at the level 0.

Let us now state the first main result of this section which is based on Proposition 3.1. The proof
is presented in Section 3.2.

Theorem 3.2. Let § > 0 be arbitrary. For any F-measurable initial condition 0y € C", n > 1/2 with
zero mean P-a.s. there exists an F-measurable analytically weak solution 6 to (3.1) with 6(0) = Oy
which belongs to

LP

loc

(0, oo; 3;1{2) N Cy([0, 00), B;Ol){%é) N CL([0,00), B;O?:{Qfa) P-a.s. for all p € [1,00).
Moreover, for any e > 0 we can find an F-measurable analytically weak solution 6 such that

||9ch([0700)73;1’{276) < ||90HB;1’{276 +¢, (316)
Furthermore, there exists m € N and ¥ > 1/2 so that for

B {100, 11001, + 13 0,09 52725, S 1+ EllGolIE) (3.17)

If |00l g-1/2-5 is bounded P-a.s. or if Oy is non-Gaussian, then the law of the solution 0(t) is
0,1

non-Gaussian for any t > 0. There are infinitely many such solutions 6.

The construction of non-Gaussian solutions in case of Gaussian initial conditions is more involved
and is carried out in Section 3.3 below.

3.1. Proof of Proposition 3.1.

3.1.1. Choice of parameters. In the sequel, we use the following bounds
1 1
B<3/2=v, $4+B<5 (Q-a=-r)AM-1/2)A2=7)>bB.

We can choose b = 4 so that all the conditions are satisfied if 8 is small enough. Moreover, we can
choose a large enough to absorb implicit constant and such that (3.4) holds.



11

3.1.2. Mollification. We intend to replace f<, by a mollified one. Let {¢.}.>0 be a family of
standard mollifiers with support of ¢ in (0,1). The one sided mollifier here is used in order to
preserve initial data. We extend f<,,q, to t < 0 by taking values at ¢ = 0. The equation also
holds for ¢ < 0 as ¢ f<»(0) = 0 by our construction. We define a mollification of f¢,, ¢, in time by
convolution as follows

fo=Tf<n*e Ot Q= Gn ¥t Pt
where ¢ := 0,41 = )\;il. We apply mollification on both sides of (3.5) and obtain
—O0Rfe+ AV fe+ RATHOP, € = A7V fo + Ve + Reom,
fe(0) = Pgy, 3A™"6o.
Here Reom = AfeVE fi—(Af<n V' f<n)*tpe. In view of (3.7) we obtain for b(1—3/2)—1/2 > 9 > 1/2

”f@ - fénHCg,Ci’ 5 g)‘z_l/2”f§n”053;{21

(3.18)

. (3.19)
N MO)\;ilMiﬂ)‘}/Hﬂ < erlz/fla
and
I fellcaprrz < If<anllga gz < < MM} "*\,, (3.20)
and for § > /2 by (3.8)
| fellgy pgos < Mfall gy pryes < Mg* + Moy S0P AT @2
k=1

3.1.3. Construction of f<n41. We first introduce a smooth cut-off function satisfying

T, t =272
Xt) =< € (rp,3Mp), te(3-27n,27"F2),
3ML7 t g 3 ‘ 27’”'.

Here in the middle interval we smoothly interpolate such that ||Y/||co < 3M 2™ and in view of (3.9),
(3.10) and since supp @y C [0,4], £ < 27", it holds ||¢||x < X. Now, similarly to [CKL21, (2.10)] we

define
fnJrl t I ZCLJ n+1 t .I) COS(5/\n+1ZJ x) aj1n+1 = 2 TxlpgﬂnJrl OO + R?%,
\/ n+ V

Jj=1
where [; = (5, 5)T lo = (1,0)7. As L, N as well as the parameters a, b, 3 are deterministic and g
is F-measurable, fn+1 is F-measurable.

Remark 3.3. We note that since pi,41 is much smaller than A1, the spatial frequencies of an
are localized to A,y1. Its Fourier coefficients take the form for k € Z2

o 271- (@2m)? ZJ 1 \/5>\ +1 <\/CO +R _] X 7P<#n+1e Zl(k-i_mnﬂlj)w> , df |k + 5)‘n+ll | Hn41,
fn+1(k) - 271- @2n)2 ZJ 1 \/5>\ +1 <\/CO +R _] X 7P<Hn+1e i(k_5)\n+1lj)'w>v if |k 5)‘n+ll | Hrn+1,

0, otherwise.

This is what we employ frequently throughout the paper.
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We also introduce the following cut-off function

0, tg2 L
x(t)=q€(0,1), te@ ™12,
1, t>2""

Here in the middle interval we smoothly interpolate so that it holds ||x||co < 2""!. Now, define

Jnt1 = an+1 + ffﬁﬂ = an+1 + (Pg,\nﬂ/s - Pg,\n/s)/\_l%,
which is mean zero and F-measurable. We first have for 1/2 < ¢ <17

1 1/

151l g, S 1l S A Bollen < Graldh, (3:22)
and
sl p=rya-s S A2 lbollen < My 22,277, (3.23)

where we used b < 2. In view of the definition of fn+1, we obtain

Vari gz = S 2218 funlle S 3 2218 Farillie €M Fusallz~
J

j:2j~>\n+1

(3.24)

_\1/2 1/2 42
Mory~, t 2 , ,
< )\711/+21 ((Co-i-l) X ) < { or e 00)

5Ani1 MoM;?, te[0,277+2),

Here we used the following argument in the third step: By 27 ~ A, there exists ci,co > 0 such
that ci A1 < 27 < caApq1. Hence log, e1 +1ogy Apy1 < J < logy c2 +1ogy Apq1 and

> 15t

J:29 ~ A1
For the C”-estimate we use r,, = ML)\g)\,jﬁ to deduce

| a1 (®)llco = sup VA 1)l S sup PV A; fagr ()l SN [ g ()] Lo
j

j:2j~)\n+1
9 O\ MM AN e 27 00,
S A | (Co+1) < 1/2\9-1/2 2 (3.25)
5)\n—i-l M()ML /\n+1 , t e [O,2in+ )
Furthermore, for ¢ > 0 we obtain
Woer )l gra-s = 32202 Ay o (1) (3.26)

J

My, >1/2<1 1/2

< \1/2-6 1
SN ((Co+ 1)5)\n+1 4 1

Here we used 6 > /2 and we chose a sufficiently large depending on Cj to absorb the constant.
The new solution fg,1 is defined as

J<nt1 = fo + fnt1,

which is also mean zero and F-measurable.



13

3.1.4. Inductive estimates for f<p41. From the construction we see that supp]@ c {|k <
6Ant1} and feny1(0) = Pey, . /3A 0. We first prove (3.11) and (3.12). Combining (3.22),
(3.19), (3.24) and (3.25) we obtain for ¢ € [27"2 00)
1/2
Fenin(®) = Fen®ll s < e~ Fenll gy + e @l grsa < Mork/® +r1f2,
and for ¥ < (%—i—%)/\n

1/2 2\ —3/4b 1/2
| f<nt1(t) = Fen@llco < |1fe = Fenlloser + 1 fnsr ()]l o < MoM AP0 204 412

which implies (3.12). Also combining (3.22) and (3.19) and (3.24) we obtain for t € (2771, 271+2)
/2 | 1/2
[ f<ns1(t) — fgn(t)HB;gi <l fe — f@HctB;{i + an+1(f)HB;/fl < MoMy? + 1/
Also combining (3.22) and (3.19) we obtain for ¢ € [0,27"71]
1/2
[ f<ns1(t) — fgn(f)HB;/i <lfe— f@HctB;{i + ||fn+1(f)|\3;/3 <l

Thus (3.11) holds. Moreover, we have for ¢t > 0

[f<nt1@®)ll gz < N+ >l f<rra(t) — F<k @)l grr
£ k_o oo,

<N+ Z(M()T}C/2 + Tlifi-zl) + Z M0M£/21t€(27k71127k+2]
k=0 k=0

SN+ (Mory? 4+ 7/2) + 3MoM;/>.
k=0

Thus by (3.4), (3.6) follows for f<,+1. (3.13) and (3.15) follow from (3.26), (3.22) and (3.19). Now,

we estimate the Cl}Bio/i norm. With (3.6) at hand, we shall estimate the time derivative. We use
the definition of x and (3.9), (3.10) to obtain

104 frtill g, iz, < sup ST 29280 fasa (3.27)

PE10:2) jigi xna

1/2 My \'? o n _
<AV [(5An+1) (071 4+ 3ML2"r ) + 3ML2™(Co + 1)V 2(Apyrrm) /2

< (Mo —2)M;}*Ays.

Here we used that 2”)\3 < Ang1. The time derivative of x could be bounded by 2"*+! < \,,;1. Hence
(3.7) holds at level of n + 1. Similarly we have

X frs1 HC;B;OI,{H < MoM;a 2,
Thus (3.8) follows from (3.23) and (3.21) at the level of n + 1.
3.1.5. Inductive estimate for g,1. Subtracting from (3.5) at level n+1 the system (3.18), we obtain
Vant1 = XA fui1 V' fat + Vae + Afuia VEfo+ AfeV fopr =VA 7 frig
Van Var Vap
— R fri1 + A Fni ) Vi + VO )AL + ALV

Var
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+ Rcom _RA71+Q(P<>\TL§ - P<>\n+l§) .

Van

As the left hand side is mean free, the right hand side is also mean free. Then for each term on the
right hand side we could subtract its mean part and in the following we do not change the notation
for simplicity. For the mean free part we could define the inverse of V by A=1V-.

As a consequence of the above formula, we deduce that supp Gn4+1 C {|k| < 12\,41}. First, we
estimate each term for ¢ € [27", 00). We follow the same arguments as in the proof of Proposition 3.1
in [CKL21] with r,, replaced by x to have

B i o 1
lanellx S 108 1 (111 An) 2% +108 ptn i1 (41 A1) "X + A A1 X S G

where we used that 1 > 1/b+ . Here and in the following the implicit constants depend on M,
and we choose a large enough to absorb them. Now we consider ¢r and have

Var = XAfui1VEfo+ XAfVE fagr + AFL N fo+ AfVE £

Similarly as [CKL21] and using the definition of f,; and (3.6) we have for the first two terms

5% (™ )

f 1/2 - 1
< log An | sl o (A Fel e + [V fell o) € log A My PN/ (A1) < o

Here we used 1/2 > 1/(2b) 4+ 8. Using (3.6), [CKL21, Lemma 3.2] and ||fg||cn < N, we have for the
last two terms

. . 1
HA*V- (A in VLt + AfVE ’Z‘T}H)Hx S NATM PN 0g Antt < 5Tt

provided that n —1/2 > bj3. Here, we also understand these two terms as their mean free part only.

For qp we use the support of the Fourier transform of an and ffil contained in an annulus

and (3.24) to have
—1 _ _ 1
”qDHX 5 A;Ypf% ML)\nil + A;YL 2N < ETH+1.

Here we used 3 < 3/2 —~ and 2 — v > bf3. For qn we have

_ 1
lanllx S LA < Gl

provided that 1 — o — k > Bb. It remains to estimate ¢;. As the initial data part is independent of
time, the first term in g7 is bounded as in (3.27) by

ATV - O, R fria |l x
< log Ayt [( My

1/2
> (1 +3ML2 ) + 3M 2™ (Co + 1) 2 (Ngarn) 712

Ant1 5An+1

< ﬂ?‘n_ﬂ.

Using (3.24) and the fact that the Fourier support of A(xfut1)V* %y + VE(x furn)AfI s
contained in an annulus of radius A,41, and applying the regularity of the initial condition in the
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estimate of A n+1Vlf”fH (i.e. its mean free part), the other terms are bounded by

log A1 N

1
N2A2MNog A1 < —Tntt,
/\n+1 + 08 Ant1 < T5Tnt1

provided that n > b3/2. Moreover, using (3.6), (3.7) we get
| Reomllx S 10g Anlnr1[Af<nVE fenlleire +10g Anbuti |l fenlloot | fenllores
108 Aulu i My < T,
which means the corresponding term in ¢,+1 could be controlled by Poincaré’s inequality. Here we

used that 1/b+ 3/2 < 1/2.
For t € [27"~1,27"] we have the extra term Rf,,+10;x and ¢}, = (1 — x*)g¢. Then we have

lgnsa@®llx < sup laa(s)llx,
se[t—2,t]

as well as 1
AT - Rfu10ixlx S 27722 M P log At < VAR
Moreover on t € [0,27" 1) we have
Vni1 ~ Vo + Reom — VAT %+ Van + A%V fo+ AV + AfR YV FT
Except for the first term, the other ones could be bounded by the previous argument. Thus we

deduce

lgn+1(®)llx < o1+ sup lgn(s)lx-
se[t—2,t]

Hence (3.14), (3.9) and (3.10) hold at level of n + 1 and the proof of Proposition 3.1 is complete.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 3.2. Let the additional assumption (3.3) be satisfied for some L, N > 1.
We repeatedly apply Proposition 3.1 and obtain a sequence of F-measurable processes (f<n, ¢n) €

C° x C§°, n € Ny, such that f<, — f in Cy([0, 00); Bié?l_é) as a consequence of (3.13). Moreover,
using (3.11) we have for every p € [1, c0)

T
/ [fnt1 = FenllTu /e dt
0 0,1
g—n+2

T
</ ||f§n+1 _féanBl/z dt'i‘/
2—n+2 2—71—1

<27 MEP 4 (rl2 /)P

2 n—1
[ f<nt1 = Fnll? e dt + | f<nt1 — f<nll® e dt
Bl 0 Bl

Thus, the sequence f¢,, n € Ny, is Cauchy hence converging in LP(0,T; Bl/ 1) for all p € [1,00).

Accordingly, f<, — f also in LP (0,00; Bl/2) Furthermore, by (3.9), (3.10) we know for all

p € [1,00)

loc

T
/ lgn (OB dL < 2T + (3M1)P2"1 550, as 1 — oo
0

Thus, by (2.1) and similarly as in [CKL21] the process § = Af satisfies (3.1) in the analytically
weak sense. More precisely, we define 0,, = A f¢,, and from (3.5) we obtain for any ¢ € C*

t
(0n(t) = P, /300, ¥) = / (0 VAT 00 + Van, V) + (A" Py, € = A6, ¥)ds
0
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We rewrite the above as
1 —1/2 /20> L a Y
(0n(t) — P<x, /300,9) = —§<A On, A 2[R, VY10,) + (Van, V) + (A" Py, & — N0, 1))ds
0

Let n — oco. As 6, — 0 in L. (0,00; B 1/2) N Cb([O,oo);B_l/Q_é) and ¢, — 0 in LI ([0, 00); L*)

loc 00,1

for all p € [1,00) by [CKL21, Proposition 5.1] and (2.1) we deduce that 6 satisfies (1.1) in the sense
of Definition 1.1. By (3.8) and lower-semicontinuity we obtain

1/2

1 2
1011y psyzs < My /

+6MoM; (3.28)

Also (3.15) implies (3.16).

Next, we show that (3.17) follows from (3.12). Indeed, from the construction we know that the
parameters [3,d are independent of My,. Only (3.15) requires a large enough depending on M. In
view of (3.13) we could choose a satisfying a” ~ Mim/s. By (3.12) and (3.4) we know for some

9 >1/2
160y oy oty < 3MaMY 0%/ + 3MME? + ol (3.29)

Here ¢ might be different from ¢ in (3.12) and by (3.12) we could always find such .
For a general initial condition 6y € C" P-a.s., define

Q= {N =1 < follen < N}N{L = 1< ||¢llor v < L} € F.

Then the first part of this proof gives the existence of infinitely many measurable solutions V- on
each Q1. Letting 0 := ZN)LeN 9N=L1QN,L we obtain a solution defined on the whole 2. Finally,
using the moments of §p and the noise ¢ we obtain (3.17) from (3.29) and (3.28), which completes
the first part of the proof.

3.2.1. Non-Gaussianity. We first prove that the solution is not Gaussian if § is bounded in B_ 1/ 20,

We can choose a large enough such that (3.15) holds and (3.16) follows. From this, we now prove
that the solution is not Gaussian. If there exists k € Z2 so that the Fourier coefficient f (k) is not
a.s. equal to a constant, then we are done. Namely, if 6, is bounded in Bo_ol{z_é then (3.16) implies
that f (k) is bounded a.s. but not constant a.s., hence it is not Gaussian. Therefore also f is not
Gaussian. If such a k does not exist, then f is deterministic so it cannot solve the equation and we
have a contradiction.

If 6y is non-Gaussian, let k € Z? be such that fy(k) is non-Gaussian. Then we run each convex
integration on Qy ; with the additional condition (uniform in w)

Ao/3 = K.

Consequently, the perturbations f +1’ n € Ny, do not affect f (k) and it holds
k) =Y f& (k) lay . = F[Por s~ 00l (k) = FIA ™ 00] (k)
N,L

which is non-Gaussian.
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3.2.2. Non-uniqueness of solutions. Non-uniqueness can be proved by a small modification of our
construction, the idea comes from [Ise22]. Namely, if we switch the sign of one a; 41 for one
j € {1,2} during our construction, then all the estimates in Proposition 3.1 do not change and we
obtain different solutions. To be more precise, let o : N — {1,2}. Let us take for n € Ny

_ (_1)U(n+1)

o o
Ant1 = a1,n+1, A2 n+1 = A2,n+1

and define f7,, using af, ., in place of a;,11. Then we obtain that f7,, has a limit f“ and

07 = Af? is a solution to (3.1). We show that for o1 # o9 the correspondlng solutions f7!, f72
are different. Let n be the smallest number such that o1(n) # o2(n). Without loss of generality we
assume o1(n) = 2, oa(n) = 1. For ¢t > 4 it holds

For(t,z) — fo2(t,x) = 2a1,,(t, ) cos(BALI1 - x).

Now, similarly as in Remark 3.3, we can compute the kth Fourier coefficient of f7'(t) — f72(¢) for
t > 4. It equals to

2 Tn —1 1)@
FLUR )= 122000 = gy Bt ({fCot B2, Pyttt

2 Tn—1 o 4e, —i(k—bApl1)-x
e T (R P ),

Here q¢, = qn—1 *: @¢, . The above is non-zero if either

|k+5)\ ll| <,Un, or |k_5/\nll| g,um

This cannot happen at the same time. Let g := 2\/” - \/Co —l—R‘l’gf—jl. Then we obtain by
Parseval’s equality and (3.9) for ¢ > 4

L1200 = 2 0Pe = a3 1P 0) = £ 0P

keZ?

>@n? Y IFUE - LRIk

k=5Anl1 7_5>\nl1
2
gdx
T2

32T‘n_17T2
5

WV

=2-(2m)*|Fg(0)* = (Co —1).

2
(2m)?
By (3.19) and a similar calculation as in (3.24) we also have
1(fShra(®) = 1S (@) = (FGia (8) = FG(0)) ] 2
< ) = gk( Nllzz + 1072 = FSED L2 + 17 Ollee + 1773 Ol 2
< 2Mo L MNP+ OV Nt < O/ M.

Here we used similar argument as (3.19) and definition of f, ;1. Thus, we obtain for ¢ > 4

1F71 @) = £ Ollze = (170 (E) = f72 Ol 2 — ZII Fhin ) = [&.(0) = (FGhqa () = FS0) 22

2n
> [ (Co — 1) 221 Z (3.30)

)\k+1

By choosing a large enough such that A, is increasing fast and Cj large enough, we conclude that
the above is positive and consequently the two solutions are different. Thus non-uniqueness follows.
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3.2.3. Infinitely many solutions. The result of Section 3.2.2 readily implies the existence of at least
countably many solutions. Assume for a contradiction that there is only a finite number M of
solutions. Then we can find M + 1 different solutions as follows. Let o1,...,0041 : N = {1,2} be
pairwise different. We apply the computation of Section 3.2.2 to each pair o;,0;, @ # j. This way,
we may need to modify the parameters in convex integration at most (M; 1)-times, which can be
done. Thus, the corresponding lower bounds (3.30) are strictly positive for each couple o;,0; and
hence the obtained M + 1 solutions are pairwise different.

3.2.4. Continuum of solutions. The idea is to prove that choosing n > ng for some ng the above
lower bound (3.30) is positive uniformly in our parameters a, b, 8. This way we do not need to adjust
them anymore and we get (at least) one solution for each o : N+ nyg — {1,2}. Here N 4+ ny means
that whenever the two mappings o € {1,2}" differ from position ny on, then the corresponding
solutions are different.

Since by our notation we have

Tn—1 n-1_g_ 1/2\8/2
» s b)/2ML/ )\0/

the lower bound (3.30) is of the form

MNP0t 02 2N e 3 Gt (=B-0)/2

k=n
for some universal constants C7,Cy > 0. We claim and prove below, that for another universal
constant C3 > 0 independent of the parameters a, 8, b, n it holds

3 altEAN2 o, (3.31)
k=n
As a consequence,
Z Q" (=B=b)/2 _ b (=B=b)/2 Z a® ) (=B=0)/2 < b (=B=b)/2
k=n

k=n

and the lower bound (3.30) is bounded from below by
ML2pG (Clab"*l(fﬁfb)ﬂ _ CQCgab"“ﬁ*b)/?)
Cz(jgab"(ﬁb)/?)
Cyab" "t (=8=b)/2 )~
The expression on the right hand side is positive if and only if

CgCgabn(_B_b)/2 pr—1_pn—2
Crab (—B0)/2 <l & r

where 7 = a®(=8=1)/2 < 1/2 (since we assumed a”® > 4 and a > 1), b1 =" 2 =" 2(b— 1) > 0
and C4 > 0 is a universal constant. Thus, if we require

1 "2 (b—1)
(—) < Oy, (3.33)

_ Mi/?/\gﬂclab"*l(fﬁfb)ﬂ (1 o

< Cy, (3.32)

2

then the above inequality (3.32) holds for all r, i.e. we get positivity of the lower bound (3.30) for
all choices of our parameters a,b, 5. Now, it remains to find the smallest n = ng so that (3.33)
holds.
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Accordingly, for every 01,09 : N4+ ng — {1,2}, 01 # 02 we can prove that the corresponding
solutions f?' and f?? are different without the need to modify a, b, 5. Hence with the same choice
of parameters, we get a solution for every such o. The cardinality of the set of such o’s is [{1, 2}
and that is continuum.

It remains to prove that uniformly in a,b, 8,n (3.31) holds true. We have
Z (" =" (=B—b)/2 < Z QO T =B (=B=b)/2 _ Z QO =1)b" (=B—b)/2
k=n k=n k=0
For k > 2 we have b* — 1 > kb so the above term is bounded by

. X 1
(b—1)b" (~B—b) /2 KB (~B—b) /2 N
l1+a +kz2a <+ s

Since a?* >4 and a > 1 we get
bn
abb"(_ﬁ_b)/2 g abb"(_ﬂ)/2 g (%) g 1/2,

hence

1
<3:303.

1+ 1 — g (—B—b)/2

The proof is complete.

3.3. A prescribed terminal value and (non)Gaussianity. The goal of this section is to address
the question of (non)Gaussianity at positive times of solutions starting from possibly Gaussian initial
values. It turns out that the law at a fixed time T" > 4 can be prescribed. In fact, by refining our
convex integration construction we establish even a stronger result. It shows that in addition to an
initial condition, a terminal condition may be prescribed as well. In view of the non-Gaussianity
result from Theorem 3.2 which applies to non-Gaussian initial conditions, we can then for instance
use the terminal value at time T > 4 as a new initial condition and repeat the first convex integration
construction. This yields solutions which are non-Gaussian for every t € [4,c0), independent of the
law at the initial time. However, we have many other possibilities how to reiterate the convex
integration. So in particular, we may as well prescribe that the solutions become Gaussian at each
time of the form T = 4k, k € N.

The main result of this section reads as follows.

Theorem 3.4. Let T > 4 and § > 0 be arbitrary. For any v € CLC" P-a.s. with n > 1/2, an
F-measurable random variable with zero mean P-a.s. such that v(t) = v(T) fort € [T —1,T] and
0w(0) = 0, there exists an F-measurable analytically weak solution 6 to (3.1) with 0(0) = v(0),
O(T) = v(T) and which belongs to
L7(0,T; B*)nC((0,T), B> °)n CH([0,T), B22*™°)  P-as. forallpe[l,00).  (3.34)
Moreover, for any e > 0 we can find an F-measurable analytically weak solution 6 such that
||9||CTB;11{275 < ||1)HCTB;11{276 + e, (335)

There are infinitely many such solutions 6.

The proof follows by similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem 3.2 using the iterative Propo-
sition 3.7 formulated below.

As a consequence, we are able to prescribe an arbitrary initial as well as terminal law.
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Corollary 3.5. Let T > 4. Let Ay, Ap be arbitrary Borel probability measures on C", n > 1/2,
both supported on functions with zero mean. There exist infinitely many F-measurable solutions 0
to (3.1) satisfying (3.34) and (3.35) and such that the law of Oy is given by Ao and the law of O(T)
is given by Arp.

Remark 3.6. We note that by a straightforward modification of the convex integration construc-
tion, the above results can be generalized to any 7" > 0.

Let us now show how the iteration leading to Theorem 3.4 is set up. We use the same parameters
as in Section 3.1. At each step n, a pair (f<p,qn) is constructed solving the following system

—O0Rf<n + AMf<n VT fan + RATT Py £ A7V fen + Vg, t€[0,T],
fgn(t) = PgAn/3A71”(T)7 te [T - 27"5 T]v (336)
f<n(0) = Py, /3A™10(0).
In other words, in addition to the initial condition and the noise, we also add the terminal value scale
by scale. The overall structure of the iterative proposition is similar as above. The main difference
is that at each iteration step, the perturbations are only added in the middle of the time interval

[0,T] and with increasing n we are approaching both initial and terminal time using suitably chosen
cut-off functions.

Now we first assume that
[vllcren < N, [l€lle-1-« < L. (3.37)

Proposition 3.7. Let L, N > 1 and assume (3.37). There exists a choice of parameters a,b, 3 such
that the following holds true: Let (f<n,qn) for some n € Ny be an F-measurable solution to (3.36)
such that for any t € [0,T] the frequencies of f<n(t), qn(t) are localized in a ball of radius < 6\,
and < 12\, respectively, and for any t € [0,T]

f<n®ll gra < 138MoM;? (3.38)

for a constant My independent of a,b, 3, My, and

If<nlloy iz < MoMp A, (3.39)
ford > /2
If<nll o pryz-s < My + MoMP2 SO+ AT < My? 4 6MoMy (3.40)
’ k=1
lgn(@®)llx <rn, te€ 277 T —277F (3.41)
lgn(®)llx <D re <3Mg, te0,27" ) u(T—27" 7], (3.42)

k=0

Then there exists an F-measurable solution (f<p+1,qn+1) which solves (3.36) with n replaced by
n+1 and such that for t € [0,T] the frequencies of f<n+1(t), gny1(t) are localized in a ball of radius
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< 6Apt1 and < 120,41, respectively, and

Mors/? + 002, e (@2, T —27nF2),

[f<nt1(t) = f<n @l /2 < MM, +7l2, te @t 272U T — 272 T — 27,

ri?, tefo,2- Ul —2-""1,7,
(3.43)
and for 6 > (/2
1/2
| fenir = Fenllo, grvzs <l (3.44)
Tl te2 T —27"],
lgn+1 ()| x < o [ . ] . (3.45)
g1 + lanllorx, t€[0,27")U(T —27",T].

Consequently, (f<n+1,dn+1) obeys (3.38), (3.39), (3.40), (3.41) and (3.42) at the level n+1. More-
over, for any € > 0 we could choose the parameter a large enough depending on My, Cy such that

lfansr = Fenllgppues < /2 (3.46)

Now, we start the iteration by letting f<o = Pg,\0/3A*1v. We obtain from (3.36)
Vo = Af<oV* f<o+ RATHPy € — N7V <o — iR f<o,
which by (3.37) implies (taking ¢o mean-free)
laollorx S ollEsen + Ivlleren + L < C(N? + N + L) = M.
Moreover,
If<ollgy g1z < N

Consequently, (f<o,qo) obeys (3.38), (3.39), (3.40), (3.41) and (3.42) at the level 0.
Let us now prove Proposition 3.7. The parameters are chosen as in Section 3.1.1.

3.3.1. Mollification. We intend to replace f<, by its time mollification. Let {¢:}->0 be a family of
standard mollifiers with support of ¢ in (0,1). The one sided mollifier here is again used in order
to preserve initial data. We extend f<,, ¢, to ¢ < 0 by taking values at ¢ = 0. The equation also
holds for ¢ < 0 as 9;f<»(0) = 0 by our construction. We define a mollification of f¢,, ¢, in time by
convolution as follows

Jo=f<n*t @0, Qe = Qn *t Plpiss
where £ := £, 11 = A, 1 ;. We mollify both sides of (3.36) and since ¢ < 27"~! we obtain

—ORfr+ NN i+ RATTPy £~ NIV i + Ve + Reom, € (0,77,
fe@) = Pey, sA™0(T),  te[T—27""1T], (3.47)
fe(0) = Pex,, A~ 0(0).
Here Reom = AfeVE fo — (Af<n V' f<n) *¢ 0o In view of (3.39) similar as (3.19) we obtain
e~ Fenlleymirs, < g7 (3.48)
and

||fé||C%Bl/2l < ||f§"”c%31/21 < MOM[l‘/Q)\n (349)
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3.3.2. Construction of f<n41. We first introduce a smooth cut-off function satisfying

T, t €[22 T — 2—n+2),
X(t) =< € (rn,3Mp), te(3-27m,2742) (T — 27 "+2 T — 2-n+1),
3M, te0,3-27 " Ul — 2"+ T].

Here in the middle interval we smoothly interpolate such that ||X'||co < 3M12" and similarly as
above ||g¢||x < x. Now, similarly as in Section 3.1.3 we define

2 ~

fnJrl t I ZCLJ n+1 t .I) COS(5/\n+1ZJ .I) aj1n+1 = 2 Tx_i_lpgﬂn+11 /OO + R?%,

Jj=1

where [; = (5, 5)T lo = (1,0)T. As L, N as well as the parameters a, b, 3 are deterministic, frn is
F-measurable.

We also introduce the following cut-off function

0, tefo,27 " u[T —2-"1, 7],
x(t)=19€(0,1), te@ 27Ul —-2""T-2"""),
1, te2,T—2"].

Here in the middle interval we interpolates smoothly such that it holds ||x'||co < 2"*!. Now, define

Far1 = XFas1 + [ = Xfat1 + (Parnyays — Per,yz) A,

which is mean zero and F-measurable. We first have
. . _ 1/2
iy s < 15 ly pors S A Iolleyen < grif2, (3.50)

where we used 8b < 2. In view of definition of f,; we use similar calculation as in (3.24) to obtain

- - 1/2
IFuir s SN ((Co+ D)
_ MQT1/2, te [2—n+27T _ 2—71—1—2]7 (3 51)
MoM}'?, te€[0,27m+2) U (T — 2-"+2, 7). '
Furthermore, similarly as in (3.26) for ¢ € [0,T] we obtain
3 1/2
Faia @lpa3-s < rit (3.52)

Here we used 6 > /2 and we chose a sufficiently large depending on Cj.
The new solution fg,1 is defined as

fgn-i-l = ff +fn+17

which is also mean zero and F-measurable.
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3.3.3. Inductive estimates for f<n41. From construction we see that supp]fn: C {|k| 6Ant1}
and f<n+1(0) Pg)\n+1/3A 1 ( ) and f<n+1( ) P<>\n+1/3A ( ) t e [T 2N~ ] We first
prove (3.43). Combining (3.50), (3.48) and (3.51) we obtain for ¢t € (272, T — 2*"+2)

1/2
[ f<n+1(t) — fgn(f)HB;/i < |l fe — fg"”CtBiﬁ + ||fn+1(lﬁ)||3¥f1 < Mort/? + /2.
Also combining (3.50) and (3.48) and (3.51) we obtain for ¢t € (27 "~1 2= F2]y[T—2- "2 T—2-n~1)
1/2

| ns1(®) = Fen(®ll sz < e = Fenllgy gz + M usa @l gz < Mo

Also combining (3.50) and (3.48) we obtain for ¢t € [0,27" U [T — 27" T]

1/2
+Tn+l'

1/2
[ns1(®) = Fen(®ll s < e = Fenllgy g + 1 nsr @l e < il

Thus (3.43) holds. Moreover, we have

[f<nt1®ll g1 < N+Z|\f<k+1 = f<r®ll g2

n

1/2 1/2
N-'—Z M T / k{‘rl +ZMO ]‘t€(2 k—1 2 k+2] [T_Q—n+27T_27nfl)
SN+ Y (Mory? +r/2) + 6MoM>.
k=0

Thus (3.38) follows. (3.44) and (3.46) follow from (3.52), (3.50) and (3.48). With (3.38) at hand,
we shall estimate the time derivative. We use similar calculation as in (3.27) to obtain

Hatfn-‘rlHCTBio/21 < (MO - 1)M11‘/2)\n+1

Thus (3.39) at level of n 4 1 follows from (3.49) and (3.50). Moreover, (3.40) follows from similar
argument as (3.8).

3.3.4. Inductive estimate for g,41. The error term @q,41 is defined the same way as Section 3.1.5.
First, we estimate each term for ¢ € [27" T —27"]. In this case the estimate of ¢, is the same as
Section 3.1.5 and the only difference is that now have the following term:

- in log A\t1 1
ATV - R llorx S v lleren < 5

For t € (27""1,27") U (T — 27", T — 27"1) we have the extra term R f,1(t)d;x and G =
(1 — x?)q¢. Then we have

lan1®lx < sup lan(s)llx < llanllorx,
se[t—2,t]

and

AT - R fog1 (8)0exlx <

~—Tn+1-

24
Moreover on t € [0,27" U [T — 2771 T] we have

Vani1 = Ve + Reom—V A il 4 Vgn + Af7 LV fo+ AfVEfm L+ AfR Y fin 9 Rf
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Except for the first term, the other ones could be bounded by the previous argument. Thus we
deduce

g1 (Olx <rngr+ sup lgn(s)]x-
se[t—2,t]

Hence (3.45), (3.41) and (3.42) hold.

3.4. Coming down from infinity. The universality of the bound (3.16) in Theorem 3.2 and (3.35)
in Theorem 3.4 has an interesting consequence: a coming down from infinity with respect to the
initial condition and the perturbation of the system. In particular, we can construct solutions which
completely forget the initial condition and are bounded independently of the perturbation (.

Corollary 3.8. Let T > 4,¢ > 0,0 > 0 and let 6y € C", n > 1/2, P-a.s. be F-measurable and

with zero mean P-a.s. There exist infinitely many F-measurable solutions 0 to (3.1) such that 0(t),
t > T, is independent of 0y and

|\9||Cb([T)OO))B;%{275) < E. (353)

The prescribed bound (3.53) holds independently of the size of (6y, () € C"x C~2T*. Accordingly,

the result can be applied to possibly unbounded sequences (,, 0y, n € N, to obtain a sequence

of solutions #,, which is bounded in C’b([T,oo);B_l/2_5).

00,1
convergence of solutions in H~'/? would already permit to pass to the limit in the nonlinear term

in the equation, leading to a contradiction if the data ¢, or 6, did not converge.

The result is sharp in the sense that

4. STATIONARY SOLUTIONS

4.1. Ergodic stationary solutions. In this section we are concerned with the long time behavior,

existence of stationary solutions and their ergodic structure. Since non-uniqueness was shown in
—1/2

the previous section, the Markov semigroups given for a bounded measurable function ¢ on B}

by

Pro(bo) = E[p(0(t,60))]
are not well defined. Therefore, we work in the framework of stationarity understood with respect
to shifts on trajectories. More precisely, let T := C(R; B_1/2) x C(R; Bp’)ff") for some 2 < p < o0

p,1
and k > 0 be the trajectory space and let Sy, t € R, be the shift on trajectories, i.e.

Si(0,0() = (0,0 +1), teR, (6,()eT.

We denote the set of probability measures on 7 by P(T). We formulate the notion of stationary
solution. Here and in the sequel, ¢ represents the noise part in (3.1), i.e. ¢ = A“¢ for a spatial
white noise £ with 0 < a < 1 — 3k. In order to construct stationary solutions we first note that by
a straightforward modification of Theorem 3.2 we can also construct solutions to the initial value
problem starting from 6y at time —S for any S > 0. Furthermore, these solutions can be regarded
as trajectories in T by setting (0, ¢)(t) = (0,()(—S +4) for t < —S5 + 4. Note that with the latter
extension to trajectories on R we lose the initial value at time —S, however, that is irrelevant for
the construction of stationary solutions below. We made this choice in order to be able to apply
the bound (3.17) uniformly on R.

Definition 4.1. We say that (2, F,P),0,€) is a stationary solution to (1.1) provided it satisfies
(1.1) in the analytically weak sense on (—oo,00), more precisely

6.9+ [

S

(A=Y29, AV2[RE. V4)0)dr
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= {0(s),) + /t<g —vA0,p)dr, Y € C°(T?), t > s.

and its law is shift invariant, that is,
L[S:(0,¢)] = L]0, ] forall teR.
As the next step, we show that the convex integration solutions from Section 3 generate stationary

solutions. These solutions are obtained as limits of ergodic averages from a Krylov-Bogoliubov
argument.

Theorem 4.2. Let 6 be a solution starting from 0y at time —S for S > 4 and such that [H o] <

n
oo for any m = 1. Then there exists a sequence T,, — oo and a stationary solution ((€2, ),0,0)
to (3.1) such that for some 7 >0

Tn ~ ~
TL /0 L[S+ (6,0))dt — £[6,]

weakly in the sense of probability measures on T asn — oco. Moreover, it holds true for some m € N
and some 6 € (0,1)

E |16l - /2+5) + 100l c3-5a,-272-5) | S 1+ ElI60)- (4.1)
Proof. Using (3.17) and the construction we know that there exists § € (0,1) and m € N so that

E |16, - /7+5) + 0] c-(a. 272 | S 1+ E{I60l2), (4.2)
For T'> 0 and 7 > 0 we define the ergodic average as the probability measure on T

1 T
VrT i= T/ L[S+ (6, )]dt
0

and we show that the family v, 7, T" > 0, is tight. To this end, we define for R > 0 and x > 0

Bri={g=(91,92) € 5 lgtll s oy s, + 191l iy + No2lopamyzese) < R

which is relatively compact in 7. Then we use (4.2) and E[[[(]| g-2+2¢] S E[[|{]| 5-1-+] to have

T
vr.r(Bf) = (% / ,c[smw,c)]dt) (B5)

1 T
< ﬁ/o E{|\9(t+7+-)HC;%(R;B;:«T{H)+||9(t+T+-)||Cb(R;B;1’{z+a)+|\<HB;’§+2K} dt
< C0)
~TR

So for 7 > 0 the measures v, 7—,, T > 0, are tight on 7 and hence there is a weakly converging
subsequence, i.e. there is a subsequence 7,, — oo and v € P(T) such that v, 1,_, — v weakly in
P(T). By a similar argument as in [BFH20e, Lemma 5.2] we know that for all 7 > 0, v, 7, —
v weakly in P(T), i.e. v is independent of the choice of 7. Furthermore, we take a sequence
Tm — o0 and consider v, 1, _r,, m,n € N. Denote by d the metric on P(7) metrizing the weak
convergence. For m € N we could find n(m) such that d(v-,, 1, ., —rm, V) < L. Hence, it follows

that vz, 7, ,,,—r. — v Weakly in P(T), as m — oo.
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Define for every T' > 0 the set

Ap = {(9,4) e T (0(t), ) + /t %<A*1/29,Al/Q[Rl-,w]@dr

’ t
= (0(s), ) +/ (€ —vAY0,p)dr, Ve C(T?), t > s > —T}.

Since (6, ¢) in the statement of the theorem satisfies the equation, we have for all ¢ > 0 and 7 > T+4

L[Si++(0,Q)(Ar) = 1.
Hence, for m large enough, v. 7, —r, (A7) = 1. By Skorokhod theorem, we find a probability

space (Q, F,P) and on it a sequence of random variables (6™, (™), m € N, such that £[0™,{™] =
Vit Ty~ a0 (07, (™) satisfy equation (3.1) on [~T',00). Moreover, there is a random variable
(6,¢) having the law £[f,(] = v so that

6™, ¢™) — (6,0) P-a.s. in 7.

Thus, we can pass to the limit in the equation to deduce that v is a law of a solution on [—T), 00)
for every T' > 0.

As a consequence of the same argument as in [BFH20e, Lemma 5.2] we deduce that the limit
probability measure v is shift invariant in the desired sense, i.e. for all G € Cp(T) and all r € R

/ G 0 5,(6,C)du(6,¢) = / G(6,0)dn(6,¢).
T T

It remains to observe that (4.1) follows from a lower-semicontinuity argument, equality of laws and
(4.2)

B 1, ey + 10y aomope-,

<Hmint B (167, g, s, + 10" s s (4.3)
Tn
= liminf - | E[|\SS+79|\Cb(R;B;{{M)+|\SS+79||C;,5(R;B;§{2,5) ds < C(6y).
O

Corollary 4.3. There are infinitely many non-Gaussian stationary solutions.

Proof. By (3.15) we know that the solution @ obtained in Theorem 3.2 extended to R as explained
above satisfies
He - PSAU/SHOHCb(R;B;l’{z*S) Se.
Then for a deterministic 6y with only finitely many non-zero Fourier modes we could choose )\ large
enough such that Pcy, /360 = 0y and consequently v, 7 (6 : [0 — 90||Cb(RAB—1/2—6) <¢e) =1. This
1 oo,l
implies that 6™ in the proof of Theorem 4.2 satisfies P-a.s.

o™ — HOHCb(R;B;{{z*‘S) <e.
Taking the limit we obtain by lower-semicontinuity P-a.s.
16 = Boll g, ;51425 < &
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Hence, we can choose different deterministic 6y such that the corresponding stationary solution

lives in different balls with respect to the Cp(R; B;O%{Qfa)—norm. Hence there exist infinitely many

stationary solutions and the solution is not Gaussian by the same arguments as in the proof of
Theorem 3.2. O

Definition 4.4. A stationary solution ((2, F,P),0,() is ergodic provided
L[6,¢)(B)=1 or L[0,(](B)=0 forall BCT Borel and shift invariant.

Remark 4.5. Note that our notion of ergodicity of a solution ((2,F,P),0,() coincides with the
ergodicity of the dynamical system

(Ta B(T)a (Sta te R)a ‘C[ea C])a
see e.g. [DPZ96, Chapter 1]. In the Markovian framework, ergodicity of (6,¢) in particular implies
ergodicity of the projection u = L[f] o 71'0_1, with 7y : C(R; B;}ﬂ) — B];}/2 is the projection onto
t = 0, with respect to the corresponding Markov semigroup, cf. [DPZ96, Chapter 3].

By a general result applied also in [BFH20e, FFH21] and using Theorem 4.2 we obtain the
following.

Theorem 4.6. There exist K > 0 and an ergodic stationary solution ((Q, F,P),0,¢) satisfying for
some € (0,1)

B 100, gy 2+9) + 10l cpsguosges)) < K (4.4)
and for a given deterministic g with only finitely many non-zero Fourier modes it holds P-a.s.
1o — HOHCb(R;B;l’{Z*‘S) <L (4.5)

In particular, there are infinitely many non-Gaussian ergodic solutions.

Proof. In view of Theorem 4.2, this is a consequence of the classical Krein—-Milman argument. More
precisely, it is enough to note that the set of all laws of stationary solutions satisfying (4.4) and
(4.5) is non-empty, convex, tight and closed which follows from the same argument as the proof of
Theorem 4.2 and Corollary 4.3. Hence there exist an extremal point. By a classical contradiction
argument, one shows that it is the law of an ergodic stationary solution. Also (4.5) implies that the
law is not Gaussian by the same argument as the proof of Theorem 3.2. Non-uniqueness is achieved
by choosing different 6. O

In Section 4.2, namely in Theorem 4.9, we construct infinitely many steady state solutions. These
are particular examples of stationary solutions whose trajectories are constant in time. At this point,
we are not able to say whether the stationary solutions from Theorem 4.2 are time dependent.
However, we can deduce that time dependent stationary solutions exist and are non-unique.

Corollary 4.7. It holds

(1) Steady state solutions are not ergodic.
(2) There exist time dependent stationary solutions.
Proof. Let 6 € C(R; B -l 2) P-a.s. be an arbitrary steady state solution, not necessarily constructed

oo,1

by Theorem 4.9. For every Borel set B C B_{* C(R; B) x C(R; B, 2t*) C T is a shift invariant

co,1l

Borel set in 7. Hence, it is enough to find such a B C B;%f so that P o 6~1(C(R; B)) € (0,1).
Since 0 satisfies the equation in the analytically weak sense, it follows that 6 is not a.s. constant.
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Hence there is k € Z? so that é(k) is not a.s. a constant and consequently there exists K € R so
that
P(O(k) > K) € (0,1).
Setting B = {g € Bo_o{lﬂ; g(k) > K} implies the first claim.
Since there exists at least one ergodic stationary solution, it must therefore be time dependent.
Hence the second claim follows. O

So far we have seen that the long time behavior of solutions sensitively depends on the initial
condition and there exist multiple ergodic stationary solutions. The natural question is then whether
the so-called ergodic hypothesis is valid for a solution ((Q2, F,P), 0, (), namely, whether the limit of
the ergodic averages .

lim l/ F(O(t))dt (4.6)
T Jo

T—o0
/

exists for any bounded continuous functional I on B, } % and is given by an ensemble average with

respect to a certain probability measure.

If (2, F,P),0,() is an ergodic stationary solution then the desired a.s. convergence as well as
convergence in L'(Q) is a consequence of Birkhoff-Khinchin’s ergodic theorem (see [Kol91, Chapter
39]) and the limit (4.6) is identified with the ensemble average

EFOO) = [ | Fdu

where p = L[0] o my ' with 7 : C(R; Bp_)im) — Bp_j/2 is the projection onto ¢ = 0.

Nevertheless, for a general (non-stationary) solution it is not even clear whether the limit (4.6)
exists. Recall that for our convex integration solution we could obtain existence of a converging
subsequence for probability measures associated to the ergodic averages. The ergodic hypothesis
then boils down to the question whether all subsequences converge to the same limit, in other words,
whether there is a unique stationary solution generated by the ergodic averages.

4.2. Steady state solutions. In this section we are concerned with steady state solutions, i.e.
solutions independent of time. The construction in this case is much simpler as there is no time
mollification in each iteration step. Additionally, there are no error terms coming from the initial
and terminal condition and the time derivative and we can start iteration simply from f¢o = 0.
During each step we do not need the cut-off functions y, x. We only formulate the main iteration
result and the main theorem, the proofs follow the lines of Section 3.

Proposition 4.8. Let L > 1 and assume (3.3). There exists a choice of parameters a,b, such
that the following holds true: Let (f<n,qn) for somen € Ny be an F-measurable stationary solution
to (3.5) such that the frequencies of f<n,qn are localized to < 6, and < 12X, respectively, and

||f<nHB¥21 < 3M0M£/2 (4.7)
for a constant My independent of a,b, 3, My, and
lgnllx < 7o (4.8)

Then there ezists an F-measurable stationary (f<n+1, qn+1) which solves (3.5) with n replaced by n+
1 and such that the frequencies of f<n+1,qn+1 are localized to < 6X,41 and < 12,41, respectively,
and

[f<nt1 = fenllgrre < Mory/?, (4.9)
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l[gn+1 (Ol x < o1 (4.10)
Consequently, (f<n+1,dn+1) obeys (4.7), at the level n + 1. Moreover, for any € > 0,6 > B/2 we
could choose a large enough depending on My, Cy such that

1f<ns1 = fenll gra-s < /2" (4.11)

The iteration is initiated by letting f<o = 0. Then we obtain from (3.5)
Vo = RA™Pey &,
which implies that
lgollx < L= Mc.
Consequently, (f<o,qo) obeys (4.7) and (4.8) at the level 0.
By a repeated application of Proposition 4.8 we deduce the following result.

Theorem 4.9. There exists an F-measurable steady state analytically weak solution 0 to (3.1)

which belongs to 371/2 P-a.s. Moreover, for any e > 0 we can find an F-measurable steady state
analytically weak solution 0 such that ||9HB 12 < e. This also implies that the law of the solution

is not Gaussian. There are infinitely many such solutions 6. In particular, this gives infinitely many
steady state solutions to the corresponding elliptic and wave equation.

Proof. Most of the proof is similar as the above. Let us only discuss non-uniqueness. The formula

for f reads as
f= Z Z \ /5A (P%M1 [Cy+ R q"> cos(5Ans1lj - ).
n=0 j=1 n+l

This readily implies that the solution is not unique by choosing different Cy, because this is an
almost explicit Fourier series. O

5. EXTENSIONS TO OTHER SINGULAR MODELS

We revisit some of the other systems where convex integration yields existence of non-unique
solutions. It turns out that the results also apply to certain irregular spatial perturbations. In
particular, we focus on fractional Navier—Stokes system in d = 3 and the power law Navier—Stokes
system in d > 3. In these cases, we are able to treat spatial perturbations ¢ of regularity C—1**
for any k£ > 0. The stronger requirement on regularity of ( compared to our results on the SQG
equation comes from the fact, that the error term now only gains one derivative whereas for the
SQG equation it gained two.

5.1. Fractional Navier—Stokes equation. Let us consider the fractional Navier—Stokes equations
on T3. The equations govern the time evolution of the fluid velocity u and read as

Ou~+ div(u @ u) + VP = —(—=A)Tu + ¢,
divu = 0, (5.1)
u(0) = up.
Here P is the associated pressure, ¢ € C~1%(T3) with mean zero and x € (0,1),v € (0, 1]. Hence in

particular, we may consider ¢ = A%¢ with o < —1/2 and £ being the space white noise on T3. The
same approach actually also applies to the Euler setting. When ~ > 2=£ the equation is subcritical,

7I€ Ii

when v = 27 it is critical and when v < 222 it is supercritical. ThlS case we can also use convex
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integration from [BV19b, BV19a] to obtain existence and nonuniqueness of global solutions from
every ug € L2 (see also [HZZ23]). Here and in the following, L2 means L? space with divergence
free condition. Although the result in [BV19b, BV19a, HZZ23] is for v = 1, it also holds for v < 1
since fractional Laplacian is easier to control and the rest of the proof does not change. Let P;
be the semigroup associated with (—A)Y and z = Pug. In particular, we consider the following
Navier—Stokes—Reynolds system
O™ +div((v" 4+ 2") @ (v + 2")) + VP = —(=A)"v" + ¢ + divR",

divo™ =0,

0" (0) = 0.
Here 2™ is a suitable projection of z (see [HZZ23] for more details). Note that unlike in the setting

of the SQG equation, here we do not need to add the noise scale by scale but we can include the
full ¢ in the iterative equation above. Starting with v = 0 we obtain

divR? — Vp° = div(z® ® 2%) — ¢
which implies that
IRlcrr S lluollZz + [ICllo-res-

Then during each iteration we need to control divR = vy * { — ¢ with 1), being a mollifier in space.
As ¢y % ( — ( is of mean zero, we have

IRllors S e ¢ = Cllg-rsnre S ICle-1ent™?,

which is small as ¢ is small. We can choose 8 in [BV19b, BV19a] small enough such that the new
error can be controlled during each iteration. By similar arguments as above and changing to the
convex integration construction in [BV19b, BV19a, HZZ23], we have the following result.

Theorem 5.1. Fiz v € (0,1],x € (0,1). For any initial condition ug € L2 P-a.s. there exists an
F-measurable analytically weak solution u to (5.1) with u(0) = ug which belongs to LY (0,00; L?) N

loc

C([0,00); L3Y/39) P-q.s. for all p € [1,00). There are infinitely many such solutions u.

5.2. Power law fluids. Let us consider the power law Navier-Stokes equations on T with d > 3.

The equations read as
Ou + div(u @ u) + VP = divA(Du) + C,

divu = 0, (5.2)
u(0) = up.
Here P is the associated pressure, Du = 1(Vu+V7Tu), ¢ € C~1*(T?) with mean zero and € (0,1).

Here, we may therefore consider ¢ = A% for « < —d/2+ 1 if € is a space white noise in dimension
d. A is given by the following power law

A@Q) = (v +n|QN*%Q,

for some vy, v1 > 0,q € (1,00). This case is degenerate if vy = 0 and we cannot use regularity
structures or paracontrolled calculus. However, it is possible to use convex integration from [BMS20]
to obtain existence and nonuniqueness of global solutions from every ug € L2 N Whmax(a=11) when

q < 3dd_:-22 (see also [LZ22]). More precisely, let z = e*ug and consider the following Reynolds
system
0" +div((v"™ + 2") @ (v + 2™)) + VP" = divA(Dv"™ + Dz") — Az" + ¢ + divR",

divo" =0,

v™(0) = 0.
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Here 2" is again a suitable projection of z (see [LZ22] for more details). Starting with v* = 0 we
obtain

divR® — Vp° = div(2® ® 2°) — div(A(D2%)) + A2° — ¢,
which implies that

IR lerr S lluollZe + lluollfymasta 1.y + luollwrmestar + [Ille-ven.

Then during each iteration we need to control divR = 1, * ( — ¢ with v, being a mollifier in space
which is similar to Section 5.1. Hence using [BMS20, LZ22] we have the following result.

Theorem 5.2. Let ¢ < 3;__:—22' For any initial condition ug € L2 N Wwhmax(e=11) P_g.s.  there

exists an F-measurable analytically weak solution w to (5.2) with u(0) = wug which belongs to
LY (0,00; L?) N C([0, 00); Whmax(a=1.1)y P_g.s. for all p € [1,00). There are infinitely many such

loc
solutions u.
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