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STOCHASTIC MAGNETOHYDRODYNAMICS SYSTEM:

CROSS AND MAGNETIC HELICITY IN IDEAL CASE; NON-UNIQUENESS

UP TO LIONS’ EXPONENTS FROM PRESCRIBED INITIAL DATA

KAZUO YAMAZAKI

Abstract. We consider the three-dimensional magnetohydrodynamics system forced by

random noise. First, for smooth solutions in the ideal case, the cross helicity remains in-

variant while the magnetic helicity precisely equals the initial magnetic helicity added by

a linear temporal growth and multiplied by an exponential temporal growth respectively in

the additive and the linear multiplicative case. We employ the technique of convex integra-

tion to construct an analytically weak and probabilistically strong solution such that, with

positive probability, all of the total energy, cross helicity, and magnetic helicity more than

double from initial time. Second, we consider the three-dimensional magnetohydrody-

namics system forced by additive noise and diffused up to the Lions’ exponent and employ

convex integration with temporal intermittency to prove non-uniqueness of solutions start-

ing from prescribed initial data.

1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation from physics and real-world applications. The study of magnetohy-

drodynamics (MHD) focuses on the dynamics of electrically conducting fluids and the pi-

oneering works of Alfvén [1], followed by the introduction of the Hall-MHD by Lighthill

[53] have captivated the interests from applied scientists in plasma physics, geophysics,

and astrophysics. While fluid turbulence is often investigated through the Navier-Stokes

equations, MHD turbulence describes the chaotic regimes of magnetofluid flow at high

Reynolds number that often occurs in laboratory settings such as fusion confinement de-

vices (e.g. the reversed field pinch), as well as astrophysical systems (e.g. the solar corona);

we refer to [5] for details.

In the study of turbulence, theoretical hypothesis such as those of Kolmogorov [48,

49] have been confirmed via experiments. Deferring precise notations, if uν1
represents

the statistically stationary solution to the Navier-Stokes equations with viscosity ν1, the

Kolmogorov’s zeroth law of turbulence postulates the existence of ǫ > 0 such that

lim
ν1ց0

ν1E[‖∇uν1
‖2

L2
x
] = ǫ > 0,

where E denotes the mathematical expectation. Numerical evidence of this phenomena is

called anomalous dissipation (e.g. [46] for the Euler equations while [22, 54, 61] for the

MHD system), which is considered especially important in MHD: e.g.

dissipation of energy in the limit of high Reynolds number... is an open

problem in 3D for fluids and MHD, and yet it is central for astrophysics
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where dissipative structures, reconnection, and acceleration of particles

are well observed . . . ∼Mininni and Pouquet from [61].

A closely related conjecture from physics community is that of Onsager [65] who pre-

dicted that the Hölder regularity exponent 1
3

is the threshold that determines the energy

conservation of fluid velocity when the Reynolds number is infinite.

The MHD system has various invariants such as the total energy (5a) analogously to the

energy of the Euler equations. Additionally, the MHD system possesses unique invariants

such as magnetic helicity (5b) and cross helicity (5c) which measure the linkage and twist

of magnetic field lines, and entanglement of vorticity with magnetic field, respectively. The

invariance of magnetic helicity was first discovered by Woltjer [77], and Taylor [73, 74]

conjectured that magnetic helicity is approximately conserved for large Reynolds numbers

(see also [64, Section 4] by Moffatt).

On the other hand, while the uniqueness of the classical Leray-Hopf weak solution to

the 3D Navier-Stokes equations remains open, Lions in [55, p. 263] introduced the gener-

alized Navier-Stokes equations via an addition of a fractional Laplacian “(−1)mǫ∆m” and

remarkably in [56, p. 96] already claimed the uniqueness of its Leray-Hopf weak solution

when m ≥ d+2
4

in d-dimensional space. Such a result was extended to the generalized

MHD system with both viscous and magnetic diffusions given by fractional Laplacians

with distinct powers by Wu [78].

The study of stochastic partial differential equations (PDEs), PDEs forced by random

noise, has a long history dating back to, at least, [51], and has been utilized in the study

of turbulence; e.g. Cho, Lazarian, and Vishniac [19] studied the MHD turbulence via

the stochastic MHD system. In this manuscript we explore the three-dimensional (3D)

stochastic MHD system; we highlight our results and motivation.

(1) For smooth solutions in the ideal case, the corresponding cross helicity remains

invariant while magnetic helicity grows linearly and exponentially in time when

forced respectively by additive and linear multiplicative noise. Using the convex

integration technique, we construct solutions such that, with positive probability,

its total energy, cross helicity, and magnetic helicity all grow more than twice

faster than those of the classical solution; this provides counterexamples to the

stochastic analogue of Taylor’s conjecture at low regularity level.

(2) The convex integration technique has been adapted to the stochastic Navier-Stokes

and Euler equations to prove their non-uniqueness in law in recent works (e.g.

[38–40]) and many of their proofs of non-uniqueness utilized the energy. Our

work may inspire new proofs of non-uniqueness that are available only for the

MHD system using cross helicity or magnetic helicity, e.g. for the stochastic com-

pressible MHD system (e.g. [76]) for which the total energy may be more complex

to compute than magnetic helicity due to interactions with its density.

(3) We prove non-uniqueness of 3D MHD system forced by additive noise, fully up

to Lions’ exponent starting from prescribed initial data.

1.2. The MHD system and past results. We focus on the spatial domain Td for d ∈ {2, 3},
although most of our discussions here apply to the case of Rd as well. We write ∂t ,

∂
∂t

and recall the spatial Lebesgue and homogeneous Sobolev spaces Lp(Td) for p ∈ [1,∞]

and Ḣ s(Td) for s ∈ R with respective norms ‖·‖Lp
x
, ‖·‖Ḣ s

x
, and denote the temporal analogues

by ‖·‖Lp
t
. We define the fractional Laplacian (−∆)m as a Fourier operator with a Fourier

symbol |k|2m. We write A .α,β B and A ≈α,β B when there exist a constant C = C(α, β) ≥ 0

such that A ≤ CB, and B . A . B, respectively. We also often write A
(·)
.B to indicate that
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the inequality is due to equation (·). We define N0 , N ∪ {0} and designate P as the Leray

projection onto the space of all divergence-free vector fields, as well as

P6=0 f , f −
?
T3

f dx, P̂≤k f (ξ) , 1B(0,k)(ξ) f̂ (ξ), P>k f , (Id−P≤k) f .

We denote a tensor product and a trace-free tensor product by ⊗ and ⊗̊, respectively. For

p ∈ [1,∞], k ∈ N0, and α ∈ N3
0
, we often use an abbreviation of

‖g‖Ct L
p
x
, sup

s∈[0,t]
‖g(s)‖Lp

x
, and ‖g‖CN

t,x
,

∑

0≤k+|α|≤N

‖∂k
t Dαg‖L∞ .

We denote the velocity, magnetic, and current density vector fields respectively by u :

R≥0 × Td 7→ Rd, b : R≥0 × Td 7→ Rd, and j , ∇ × b, while the pressure scalar field by

π : R≥0×Td 7→ R. The vector components will be denoted via super-indices. We denote the

kinematic viscosity by ν1 ≥ 0 which is informally the reciprocal of the Reynolds number.

The magnetic resistivity will be represented by ν2 ≥ 0; while our discussion go through

for the case ν1 6= ν2, researchers in numerical analysis (e.g. [22,54,61]) typically choose a

unit magnetic Prandtl number Pm ,
ν1

ν2
. At last, we let h ≥ 0 measure the magnitude of the

Hall effect. Then the initial-value-problem of the Hall-MHD system takes the form of

∂tu + (u · ∇)u + ∇π + ν1(−∆)m1u = (b · ∇)b, ∇ · u = 0, (1a)

∂tb + ∇ × (b × u) + h∇ × ( j × b) + ν2(−∆)m2 b = 0, (1b)

starting from (uin, bin)(x) = (u, b)(0, x), where (b · ∇)b represents the Lorentz force. We

always assume ∇ · bin = 0,, and observe that in such a case, the divergence-free property is

propagated for all t ≥ 0. When h = 0, (1) recovers the MHD system; additionally, if b ≡ 0,

the system reduces to the Navier-Stokes equations, which turns into the Euler equations

when ν1 = 0. Let us state a precise definition of analytically weak solution to (1).

Definition 1.1. (E.g. [11, Definitions 3.1, 3.5-3.6])

(1) For all ν1, ν2 ≥ 0, u, b ∈ C0
t L2

x is an analytically weak solution to (1) if for any

t, u(t, ·), b(t, ·) are both weakly divergence-free, have zero mean, and satisfies (1)

distributionally.

(2) In case ν1, ν2 > 0, a pair of

u ∈ C0
weak([0, T ]; L2

x) ∩ L2(0, T ; Ḣm1
x ) and b ∈ C0

weak([0, T ]; L2
x) ∩ L2(0, T ; Ḣm2

x )

is a Leray-Hopf weak solution to (1) if u(t, ·), b(t, ·) are divergence-free, have zero

mean for all t ∈ [0, T ], and satisfies (1) distributionally and the energy inequality

1

2

(
‖u(t)‖2

L2 + ‖b(t)‖2
L2

)
+

∫ t

0

ν1‖u(s)‖2
Ḣm1
+ ν2‖b(s)‖2

Ḣm2
ds ≤ 1

2

(
‖uin‖2

L2 + ‖bin‖2
L2

)
.

It is convenient to denote by A the magnetic potential such that

∇ × A = b (2)

and work on the following form of the Hall-MHD system

∂tu + (u · ∇)u + ∇π + ν1(−∆)m1u = (b · ∇)b, ∇ · u = 0, (3a)

∂tA + b × u + h( j × b) + ∇χ + ν2(−∆)m2 A = 0, (3b)

for some χ. Using divergence-free properties and the vector calculus identity of

(Ξ ×Ψ) · Ξ = 0 ∀ Ξ,Ψ ∈ R3, (4)
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it can be shown that the following quantities are invariant for the ideal MHD system:

total energy at time t , E(t) ,
1

2

∫

Td

|u(t)|2 + |b(t)|2dx, (5a)

magnetic helicity at time t , Hb(t) ,

∫

Td

A(t) · b(t)dx, (5b)

cross helicity at time t , Hu(t) ,

∫

Td

u(t) · b(t)dx; (5c)

both E(t) andHb(t) remain invariant even for the Hall-MHD system.

The mathematical investigation of the MHD system was pioneered by Duvaut and Lions

[28] and fundamental results such as the global existence of a Leray-Hopf weak solution

in case d ∈ {2, 3} and its uniqueness in case d = 2 are well known (e.g. [70, Theorem

3.1]). As we mentioned, Lions [56] extended such a result for the generalized Navier-

Stokes equations, (1) when b ≡ 0, as long as m1 ≥ d+2
4

. Because the L2(Td)-norm from

the energy in (5a) is considered the most useful quantity among all the bounded quan-

tities upon energy estimates and the Navier-Stokes equations has a scaling invariance of

(uλ, πλ)(t, x) , (λ2m1−1u, λ4m1−2π)(λ2m1 t, λx), we call the case m1 < d+2
4
,m1 =

d+2
4

, and

m1 > d+2
4

, the L2(Td)-supercritical, critical, and subcritical cases, respectively. Conse-

quently, the uniqueness results obtained by Lions [56] belong to the L2(Td)-critical and

subcritical cases; analogous uniqueness results for the generalized MHD system obtained

by Wu [78] also fall in the L2(Td)-critical and subcritical cases of m1,m2 ≥ 1
2
+ d

4
. Finally,

we mention the global regularity result of logarithmically supercritical Navier-Stokes equa-

tions by Tao [72] (see also the logarithmically supercritical MHD system in [79, 81]).

The stochastic MHD system has also caught much attention. We refer to [68, 71, 80]

on well-posedness, [2, 82, 83] on ergodicity, [20] on large deviation theory, and [69] on

tamed stochastic MHD system. To be precise, let us write down two special cases of our

interests. First, we define L
p
σ , { f ∈ Lp(T3) :

>
T3 f dx = 0,∇ · f = 0} and similarly H s

σ,

s ∈ R≥0. For some probability space (Ω,F ,P), we choose additive independent random

force GkG
∗
k
-Wiener processes valued in some Hilbert space Uk, specifically

GkdBk =

∞∑

j=1

Gk, jdBk, j =

∞∑

j=1

√
λk, jek, jdβk, j, GkG

∗
kek, j = λk, jek, j, k ∈ {1, 2} (6)

where {βk, j}∞j=1
are mutually independent R-valued Brownian motions on (Ω,F ,P) and

{ek, j}∞j=1
is an orthonormal basis (o.n.b.) of Uk (see [24, Section 4.1]). Then we consider

du + [div(u ⊗ u − b ⊗ b) + ∇π + ν1(−∆)m1u]dt = G1dB1, ∇ · u = 0, (7a)

dA + [(b × u) + ∇χ + ν2(−∆)m2 A]dt = ∇ × (−∆)−1G2dB2. (7b)

Sufficiently smooth solutions to (7) starting from deterministic initial data satisfy

EP[E(t)] + EP[

∫ t

0

ν1‖u‖2Ḣm1
+ ν2‖b‖2Ḣm2

ds] = E(0) +
t

2

2∑

k=1

Tr(GkG
∗
k), (8a)

EP[Hb(t)] + EP[

∫ t

0

2ν2〈A, (−∆)m2b〉ds] = Hb(0) + tCG2
, (8b)

EP[Hu(t)] + EP[

∫ t

0

ν1〈(−∆)m1u, b〉 + ν2〈(−∆)m2 b, u〉ds] = Hu(0), (8c)
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CG2
,

∞∑

j=1

〈∇ × (−∆)−1G2G∗2e2, j, e2, j〉. (9)

The second case of interest is the linear multiplicative noise with R-valued Wiener pro-

cesses Bk, k ∈ {1, 2} so that

du + [ν1(−∆)m1 u + div(u ⊗ u − b ⊗ b) + ∇π]dt = udB1, ∇ · u = 0, (10a)

dA + [ν2(−∆)m2 A + b × u + ∇χ]dt = AdB2. (10b)

Again, sufficiently smooth solutions starting from deterministic initial data satisfy

EP[E(t)] + EP[

∫ t

0

et−s
(
ν1‖u‖2Ḣm1

+ ν2‖b‖2Ḣm2

)
](s)ds = etE(0), (11a)

EP[Hb(t)] + EP[2ν2

∫ t

0

et−s〈A, (−∆)m2b〉(s)ds] = etHb(0), (11b)

EP[Hu(t)] + EP[

∫ t

0

ν1〈(−∆)m1u, b〉(s) + ν2〈(−∆)m2b, u〉(s)ds] = Hu(0). (11c)

Taylor’s argument in [73, 74] can be extended to imply that in the ideal case ν1, ν2 > 0

are arbitrarily small, the magnetic helicity on average should grow linearly with the rate

of tCG2
and exponentially with the rate of etHb(0) in the additive and linear multiplicative

cases, respectively.

Next, we review recent developments of the convex integration technique. While energy

conservation of sufficiently smooth solutions to the 3D Euler equations was proven by

Constantin, E, and Titi [21] and Eyink [29] in 1994, the construction of rough solutions,

namely those in Hölder space with an exponent less than 1
3
, that do not conserve energy

presented significant difficulties. The first monumental breakthroughs were achieved by De

Lellis and Székelyhidi Jr. [25–27] in which they adapted the convex integration technique

from geometry and particularly constructed in [27, Theorem 1.1] a continuous solution to

the 3D Euler equations with prescribed energy. Further improvements (e.g. [8]) led Isett

[45] to settle the Onsager’s conjecture in all dimensions d ≥ 3. Via new ingredient of

intermittency, Buckmaster and Vicol [10] proved non-uniqueness of weak solutions to the

3D Navier-Stokes equations and further extensions and improvements followed; e.g. [9] on

the surface quasi-geostrophic equations, [13] on the power-law model, [59] on Boussinesq

system, and [62] on transport equation (see also surveys [11, 12]).

In connection to our manuscript, we elaborate on the MHD system (1). First, Faraco

and Lindberg [30] proved by forming a sequence of Leray-Hopf weak solutions depending

on ν1, ν2 > 0, that the weak solutions of the ideal MHD system that are weak∗-limits in

L∞t L2
x conserve magnetic helicityHb. The same authors, together with Székelyhidi Jr., [31]

constructed infinitely many bounded non-trivial solutions that are compactly supported

in space-time such that they preserve the magnetic helicity Hb but not total energy E or

cross helicity Hu. Finally, Beekie, Buckmaster, and Vicol [3] proved that there exists

a weak solution (u, b) in CtH
β
x for some β > 0 to the 3D ideal MHD system such that

Hb(1) > 2|Hb(0)| and the corresponding total energy E(t) and cross helicityHu(t) are non-

trivial and non-constant. We also refer to [16, 32, 52] for more works that employed the

convex integration technique on the MHD system.

Among the researchers on the 3D stochastic Navier-Stokes equations, there were open

problems that were unique in the stochastic setting: uniqueness in law [23] and existence of

probabilistically strong solution [33]. First, Breit, Feireisl, and Hofmanová [6] and Chio-

daroli, Feireisl, and Flandoli [18] proved path-wise non-uniqueness of certain stochastic

Euler equations via convex integration. Subsequently, Hofmanová, Zhu, and Zhu [38]



6 KAZUO YAMAZAKI

considered the 3D stochastic Navier-Stokes equations and proved that given any T > 0

and κ ∈ (0, 1), there exists γ ∈ (0, 1) and a P-almost surely (P-a.s.) strictly positive stop-

ping time t satisfying P({t ≥ T }) > κ and {Ft}t≥0-adapted analytically weak solution u that

belongs to C([0, t]; H
γ
x) P-a.s. starting from deterministic initial data uin such that

1

2
‖u(T )‖L2 > 2

(
1

2
‖uin‖L2 +

√
T

2
‖G1‖L2(U,L2

σ )

)
on {t ≥ T }.

Non-uniqueness in law implies non-uniqueness path-wise due to Yamada-Watanabe theo-

rem and such solutions constructed via convex integration are probabilistically strong and

therefore their works contributed to both problems from [23, 33]. This led to many further

improvements and extensions to various stochastic PDEs in the past several years: [34,39]

on the Euler equations, [4, 15, 36, 37, 40, 41, 43, 44, 66, 67, 87] on the Navier-Stokes equa-

tions, [86] on the Boussinesq system, [35, 42, 75, 88, 90] on the surface quasi-geostrophic

equations, and [47, 63] on the transport equation. Following [7, 60] that proved the non-

uniqueness of weak solutions to the deterministic 3D generalized Navier-Stokes equations

for all m1 <
5
4
, [84] extended [38] to the case of additional random force of additive and lin-

ear multiplicative types ([85] in the 2D case). Moreover, it was proven in [89] that for any

m1,m2 ∈ (0, 1) and κ ∈ (0, 1), there exists γ ∈ (0, 1) and a P-a.s. strictly positive stopping

time t satisfying P({t ≥ T }) > κ and {Ft}t≥0-adapted analytically weak, probabilistically

strong solution (u, b) to the 3D MHD system forced by additive noise

du + [div(u ⊗ u − b ⊗ b) + ∇π + ν1(−∆)m1u]dt = G1dB1, ∇ · u = 0, (12a)

db + [div(b ⊗ u − u ⊗ b) + ν2(−∆)m2b]dt = G2dB2, (12b)

starting from deterministic initial data that satisfies

E(T ) > 2

(
E(0) +

T

2
[‖G1‖2L2(U,L2

σ )
+ ‖G2‖2L2(U,L2

σ )
]

)
on {t ≥ T }; (13)

the case of linear multiplicative noise was also obtained with (13) replaced by

E(T ) > 2eTE(0) on {t ≥ T }. (14)

2. Statement of main results

To present the first set of main results, we consider the ideal case and construct a solu-

tion to (7) in the case of additive noise and (10) in the case of linear multiplicative noise

such that their cross and magnetic helicity grow significantly faster than those of classical

solutions (recall (8) and (11)). Let us focus on the 3D case and state our first result in the

case of an additive noise. We fix the probability space (Ω,F ,P) and for any Hilbert space

H, we denote by L2(H,H1
σ) the space of all Hilbert-Schmidt operators from H to H1

σ. We

fix a cylindrical Wiener process Bk on a Hilbert space Uk satisfying Bk(0) = 0, k ∈ {1, 2},
and let {Ft}t≥0 be its canonical filtration of (B1, B2) augmented by all the P-negligible sets.

Theorem 2.1. Consider (7) with ν1 = ν2 = 0. Suppose that for δ ∈ (0, 1
12

) and k ∈ {1, 2},

Gk ∈ L2(Uk,H
1−δ
σ ). (15)

Then, given T > 0 and κ ∈ (0, 1), there exist γ ∈ (0, 1) and a P-a.s. strictly positive

stopping time t such that P({t ≥ T }) > κ and the following is additionally satisfied. There

exists a pair of {Ft}t≥0-adapted processes (u, b) that is a weak solution of (7) starting from

a deterministic initial data (uin, bin), satisfies

esssup
ω∈Ω
‖u(ω)‖Ct Ḣ

γ
x
< ∞, esssup

ω∈Ω
‖b(ω)‖Ct Ḣ

γ
x
< ∞, (16)
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and on {t ≥ T },

E(T ) > 2

E(0) +
T

2

2∑

k=1

Tr(GkG
∗
k)

 , Hb(T ) > 2

(
Hb(0) + TCG2

)
, Hu(T ) > 2Hu(0). (17)

Remark 2.1. The only hypothesis on the noise in [89, Theorem 2.1] was

Tr(GkG
∗
k) < ∞ for both k ∈ {1, 2}; (18)

however, in contrast to [89, Theorem 2.1] which was in the diffusive case with ν1(−∆)m1 u

and ν2(−∆)m2 b where ν1, ν2 > 0, we cannot rely on the smoothing effect from the diffusion

in the ideal case and hence the stronger assumption on the noise. The hypothesis (15) is

sufficient to guarantee for all δ ∈ (0, 1
12

) and all t > 0,

max
k∈{1,2}

{‖GkBk‖Ct H1−δ , ‖GkBk‖
C

1
2
−δ

t L2
} < ∞ P-a.s. (19)

Next, we state our second result in the case of linear multiplicative noise.

Theorem 2.2. Consider (10) with ν1 = ν2 = 0. Suppose that Bk is an R-valued Wiener

process on (Ω,F ,P) for both k ∈ {1, 2}. Then, given T > 0 and κ ∈ (0, 1), there exist

γ ∈ (0, 1) and a P-a.s. strictly positive stopping time t such that P({t ≥ T }) > κ and the

following is additionally satisfied. There exists a pair of {Ft}t≥0-adapted processes (u, b)

that is a weak solution of (10) starting from a deterministic initial data (uin, bin), satisfies

(16) and on {t ≥ T },
E(T ) > 2eTE(0), Hb(T ) > 2eTHb(0), Hu(T ) > 2Hu(0). (20)

Our Theorems 2.1-2.2 indicate that the Taylor’s conjecture does not hold in the stochas-

tic setting, extending the deterministic result from [3]. One of the technical difficulties is

that the convex integration scheme of [89] is actually more complicated than that of [3]; e.g.

the perturbation in [3] did not have temporal corrector (see [3, Equations (5.33)-(5.34)])

while those of [89] did (see [3, Equation (144)]).

Remark 2.2. It is well known that employing convex integration technique can face chal-

lenges in low dimensions; hence, it would be of interest to investigate extensions of Theo-

rems 2.1-2.2 to the 2D case. Moreover, the ideal deterministic Hall-MHD system conserves

magnetic helicity, although not cross helicity. Thus, it would also be of interest to extend

the second inequalities in (17) and (20) to the stochastic Hall-MHD system (e.g. [80]).

Remark 2.3. Let us comment on the non-uniqueness issue of the solutions we constructed

in Theorems 2.1-2.2. The proof of non-uniqueness in [89] would not work. In [89], one

employs convex integration to construct a solution such that its energy grows as first in-

equalities of (17) and (20) respectively in cases of additive and linear multiplicative noise,

takes such a solution at t = 0, and uses it to construct another solution by Galerkin ap-

proximation such that the energy satisfies upper bounds from (8a) and (11a) to conclude

non-uniqueness. This approach is not applicable in the case of Theorems 2.1-2.2 because

Galerkin approximation cannot construct a solution to the ideal stochastic MHD system.

This was our original motivation to pursue Theorem 2.3, the case of prescribed initial data.

We describe our second main result that extends various works, e.g. [40, 52, 84, 89].

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that (18) holds, Bk is a GkG
∗
k
-Wiener process for k ∈ {1, 2}, and

m1,m2 ∈
[
1,

5

4

)
, and p ∈

(
6

5
,

4

3

)
. (21)
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Let initial data (uin, bin) ∈ L
p
σ × L

p
σ be independent of the Wiener processes B1 and B2.

Then there exist ζ > 0 and infinitely many probabilistically strong processes

(u, b) in C([0,∞); Lp(T3)) ∩ L2
loc([0,∞); Hζ(T3)) P-a.s.,

that solves (12) analytically weakly on [0,∞) such that (u, b)|t=0 = (uin, bin).

Corollary 2.4. Define m1,m2, and p by (21). Then, non-uniqueness in law holds for (12)

for every given initial law supported in divergence-free vector fields in Lp(T3).

Remark 2.4. Our proof of Theorem 2.3 is inspired by [40,52,57] but differ in many ways.

• First, in contrast to [40,57], the convex integration scheme for the MHD system is

more complex than that of the Navier-Stokes equations. Thus, we turn to the ap-

proach of [52]. However, [52] did not prescribe initial data, and for this purpose,

we turn to the approaches of [40, 57].

• One of the major difficulties, in contrast to [40] which treats the Navier-Stokes

equations with m1 = 1, is that in order to attain the full L2(T3)-supercritical regime

of m1,m2 <
5
4
, we can rely on temporal intermittency but only at the cost of reduc-

ing the regularity of our solution from CtL
2
x to L2

t,x. This was already observed in

[52] and is in sharp contrast to the case of the Navier-Stokes equations; e.g. [84]

was able to extend [38] to the full L2(T3)-supercritical regime without relying on

the temporal intermittency or reducing regularity. The loss of regularity has a

consequence that to prescribe initial data, the inductive solution at a low regu-

larity level must be identically zero in a vanishing time interval near the origin.

In [40] for the 3D Navier-Stokes equations, because the natural regularity space

was CtL
2
x, the authors in [40] had the L2(T3)-norm equal zero in a vanishing time

interval near the origin (see [40, Equation (5.5)]). In our case, the natural regu-

larity space is L2
t,x; this is why we chose our inductive solution in CtL

p
x for p < 2.

Moreover, in contrast to [40, Equation (5.5)], our inductive solution is identically

zero (not in a norm) in a vanishing time interval (see (151c) and (153c)).

Remark 2.5. (1) The restriction of p < 4
3

in (21) comes from (201). On the other

hand, the lower bound 6
5
< p is rather for convenience of the proof; e.g. in

(241), informally we will need to split f 2 in L1(T3)-norm to ‖ f ‖Lp and therefore

‖ f ‖
L

p
p−1

due to Hölder’s inequality; then, for convenience in view of Proposition

5.1 we want p > 6
5

so that we can bound ‖ f ‖
L

p
p−1
. ‖ f ‖H1−δ . We also mention that

allowing different choices of p for uin and bin is immediately possible without any

significant modification to the proof of Theorem 2.3; due to heavy notations that

we have already, we choose to not pursue this generalization.

(2) The restriction of mk ∈ [1, 5
4
) is a consequence of p > 6

5
. For example, in (241) we

need 1 − 3
m2 p
+ 3

2m2 p∗ > 0 and the requirement of p∗ > 1 close to 1 and p > 6
5

lead

to m2 ≥ 1. Anyway, typically in convex integration schemes, stronger diffusion

presents more difficulties and thus we choose to focus on the case mk ∈ [1, 5
4
).

Remark 2.6. Just a few months prior to completing this work, the following manuscripts

also appeared on ArXiv which seem interesting and of relevance to our work: [14,17,50].

We prove Theorems 2.1-2.2 in Section 3-4. Then we prove Theorem 2.3 and Corollary

2.4 in Section 5. We mention that our proof goes through in the setting of deterministic

force as well. In Section A.1, we provide preliminaries needed for the proof of Theorems

2.1-2.2; due to difference in convex integration schemes, we devote Section A.2 for further

preliminaries needed to prove Theorem 2.3.
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3. Proof of Theorem 2.1

Until Section 5, we shall consider T = [−π, π] to be precise. Considering (7) with

ν1 = ν2 = 0, we apply curl operator on (7b) and define

(v,Ξ) , (u −G1B1, b −G2B2) (22)

to obtain

∂tv + div ((v +G1B1) ⊗ (v +G1B1) − (Ξ +G2B2) ⊗ (Ξ +G2B2))

+ ∇π = 0, ∇ · v = 0, (23a)

∂tΞ + div ((Ξ +G2B2) ⊗ (v +G1B1) − (v +G1B1) ⊗ (Ξ +G2B2)) = 0. (23b)

For any σ > 0 arbitrarily small, we define for L > 1, δ ∈ (0, 1
12

), and the Sobolev constant

CS = CS (σ) ≥ 0 such that ‖ f ‖L∞ (T3) ≤ CS ‖ f ‖
Ḣ

3+σ
2 (T3)

, (24)

a stopping time

TL , inf

{
t ≥ 0 : CS max

k∈{1,2}
‖GkBk(t)‖H1−δ ≥ L

1
4

}

∧ inf

{
t ≥ 0 : CS max

k∈{1,2}
‖GkBk‖

C
1
2
−2δ

t L2
≥ L

1
2

}
∧ L (25)

and observe that TL > 0 and limL→∞ TL = +∞ P-a.s. due to (19). We clarify two reasons

why the construction of the convex integration solution up to the stopping time t = TL for

L≫ 1 of [89] is expected to go through in our case with minimum modifications.

Remark 3.1.

(1) First, in the diffusive case of [89], the author considered the solutions z1 to the

stochastic Stokes equation and z2 to the stochastic heat equation and subtracted

them from u and b, respectively (see [89, Equations (50)-(51)]). In the rest of the

proof of constructing the solution up to the stopping time, only the regularity of

zk ∈ CT H1−δ
x ∩ C

1
2
−δ

T
L2

x for all δ ∈ (0, 1
2
), T > 0 and both k ∈ {1, 2} was used (see

[89, Equation (59)]), and G1B1 and G2B2 satisfy this condition due to (25).

(2) Second, it is well known that in general construction of the convex integration

solutions, diffusive terms only appear at the end of the proof as linear terms that

must be bounded upon verifying the inductive hypothesis on the errors.

For any a ∈ 2N, b ∈ N, β ∈ (0, 1), and L ≥ 1 to be specified, we define

λq , abq

for q ∈ N0, δq , λ
−2β
q for q ∈ N0, (26)

M0 ∈ C∞(R) such that M0(t) =


L4 if t ≤ 0,

L4e4Lt if t ≥ T ∧ L,
(27a)

0 ≤ M′0(t) ≤ 8LM0(t), M′′0 (t) ≤ 32L2M0(t) (27b)

(cf. [89, Equations (68)-(69)]). Then we define

α ,
1

1600
and (GkBk)q , P≤ f (q)GkBk where f (q) , λ

3α
22

q+1
for both k ∈ {1, 2} (28)

(cf. [89, Equations (94) and (65)]). Considering (23), we seek a solution (vq,Ξq, R̊
v
q, R̊

Ξ
q ) to

∂tvq + div
(
(vq + (G1B1)q) ⊗ (vq + (G1B1)q) − (Ξq + (G2B2)q) ⊗ (Ξq + (G2B2)q)

)
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+ ∇πq = div R̊v
q, ∇ · vq = 0, (29a)

∂tΞq + div
(
(Ξq + (G2B2)q) ⊗ (vq + (G1B1)q) − (vq + (G1B1)q) ⊗ (Ξq + (G2B2)q)

)

= div R̊Ξq , ∇ · Ξq = 0 (29b)

over [tq, TL] for q ∈ N0 where R̊v
q and R̊Ξq are respectively symmetric trace-free and skew-

symmetric matrices and

tq , −1 +
∑

1≤ι≤q

δ
1
2
ι with the convention that

∑

1≤ι≤0

, 0. (30)

We acknowledge that tq in [89, Equation (67)] was defined as −2+
∑

1≤ι≤q δ
1
2
ι but the proofs

in [89] can be readily modified to the definition in (30) and we want tq ≥ −1 in the proof

of Theorem 2.3. Next, we extend Bk to [−2, 0] by Bk(t) ≡ Bk(0) for k ∈ {1, 2} and all t ∈
[−2, 0]. We introduce the following norms for t ≥ tq: for all p ∈ [1,∞] and ι1 ∈ N0, ι2 ∈ R,

‖ f ‖Cι1
t,x,q
, ‖ f ‖Cι1

[tq ,t],x
, sup

s∈[tq,t]

∑

0≤ j+|β|≤ι1

‖∂ j
sD

β f (s)‖Cx
, ‖ f ‖Ct,q L

p
x
, sup

s∈[tq,t]
‖ f (s)‖Lp

x
(31a)

‖ f ‖
C

j
t,qC

ι1
x
,

∑

0≤k≤ j,0≤|β|≤ι1

‖∂k
sDβ f (s)‖C[tq ,t],x

, ‖ f ‖Ct,q H
ι2
x
, sup

s∈[tq,t]
‖ f (s)‖Hι2

x
. (31b)

We are now ready to state the inductive estimates:

Hypothesis 3.1. For universal constants cv, cΞ > 0 from [89, Equations (120) and (131)],

the solution (vq,Ξq, R̊
v
q, R̊

Ξ
q ) to (29) satisfies for all t ∈ [tq, TL]

‖vq‖Ct,qL2
x
≤ M0(t)

1
2

(
1 +

∑

1≤ι≤q

δ
1
2
ι

)
≤ 2M0(t)

1
2 , (32a)

‖Ξq‖Ct,q L2
x
≤ M0(t)

1
2

(
1 +

∑

1≤ι≤q

δ
1
2
ι

)
≤ 2M0(t)

1
2 , (32b)

‖vq‖C1
t,x,q
≤ M0(t)

1
2 λ4

q, ‖Ξq‖C1
t,x,q
≤ M0(t)

1
2 λ4

q, (32c)

‖R̊v
q‖Ct,q L1

x
≤ cvM0(t)δq+1, ‖R̊Ξq ‖Ct,qL1

x
≤ cΞM0(t)δq+1. (32d)

The following result is concerned with the initial step q = 0.

Proposition 3.1. Let

v0(t, x) ,
M0(t)

1
2

(2π)
3
2


sin(x3)

0

0

 and Ξ0(t, x) ,
M0(t)

1
2

(2π)3


sin(x3)

cos(x3)

0

 . (33)

Then, together with

R̊v
0(t, x) ,

d
dt

M0(t)
1
2

(2π)
3
2


0 0 − cos(x3)

0 0 0

− cos(x3) 0 0

 (34a)

+

(
v0⊗̊(G1B1)0 + (G1B1)0⊗̊v0 + (G1B1)0⊗̊(G1B1)0

− Ξ0⊗̊(G2B2)0 − (G2B2)0⊗̊Ξ0 − (G2B2)0⊗̊(G2B2)0

)
(t, x),

R̊Ξ0 (t, x) ,

d
dt

M0(t)
1
2

(2π)3


0 0 − cos(x3)

0 0 sin(x3)

cos(x3) − sin(x3) 0

 (34b)
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+

(
Ξ0 ⊗ (G1B1)0 + (G2B2)0 ⊗ v0 + (G2B2)0 ⊗ (G1B1)0

− v0 ⊗ (G2B2)0 − (G1B1)0 ⊗ Ξ0 − (G1B1)0 ⊗ (G2B2)0

)
(t, x),

(v0,Ξ0) satisfies Hypothesis 3.1 and (29) at level q = 0 over [t0, TL] provided

(40)
4
3 < L, (35a)

((2π)3 + 1)220π
3
2 max{c−1

v , c−1
Ξ } < a2βb20π

3
2 max{c−1

v , c−1
Ξ } ≤ L ≤ (2π)

3
2 a4 − 2

4
. (35b)

Finally, v0(t, x),Ξ0(t, x), R̊v
0
(t, x), and R̊Ξ

0
(t, x) are all deterministic for all t ∈ [t0, 0].

Proof of Proposition 3.1. The claims can be proven similarly to [89, Proposition 4.7]; the

difference from the lack of diffusion can be overcome as described in Remark 3.1. �

The following proposition is a key iteration that allows us to deduce the solution at step

q + 1 from step q.

Proposition 3.2. Let L satisfy

max{(40)
4
3 , ((2π)3 + 1)220π

3
2 max{c−1

v , c−1
Ξ }} < L. (36)

Then there exist a choice of parameters a, b, and β such that (35) is fulfilled and the follow-

ing holds. Suppose that (vq,Ξq, R̊
v
q, R̊

Ξ
q ) are {Ft}t≥0-adapted processes that solve (29) and

satisfy Hypothesis 3.1. Then there exist {Ft}t≥0-adapted processes (vq+1,Ξq+1, R̊
v
q+1
, R̊Ξ

q+1
)

that satisfy Hypothesis 3.1 and solves (29) at level q + 1, and for all t ∈ [tq+1, TL],

‖vq+1(t) − vq(t)‖L2
x
≤ M0(t)

1
2 δ

1
2

q+1
and ‖Ξq+1(t) − Ξq(t)‖L2

x
≤ M0(t)

1
2 δ

1
2

q+1
. (37)

Finally, if (vq,Ξq, R̊
v
q, R̊

Ξ
q )(t, x) is deterministic over [tq, 0], then (vq+1,Ξq+1, R̊

v
q+1
, R̊Ξ

q+1
)(t, x)

is also deterministic over [tq+1, 0].

Proof of Proposition 3.2. This result can be proven similarly to [89, Proposition 4.8] tak-

ing into account of Remark 3.1. For subsequent convenience, we sketch some ideas, state

definitions and key estimates from [89]. We fix

η ∈ Q+ ∩
(

1

16
,

1

8

]
, σ , λ

2η−1

q+1
, r , λ

6η−1

q+1
, and µ , λ

1−η
q+1
, (38a)

b ∈ {ι ∈ N : ι > 39α−1}, and l , λ
− 3α

2

q+1
λ−2

q (38b)

where αwas defined in (28). We consider {ϑl}l>0 and {̺l}l>0, specifically ϑl(·) , l−1ϑ( ·
l
) and

̺l(·) , l−3̺( ·
l
), as families of standard mollifiers on R and R3 with mass one and compact

support, the latter compact support specifically on (l, 2l]. Then we mollify vq,Ξq, R̊
v
q, R̊

Ξ
q ,

and (GkBk)q for k ∈ {1, 2} in space and time to obtain

vl , vq ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl, Ξl , Ξq ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl, (39a)

R̊v
l , R̊v

q ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl, R̊Ξl , R̊Θq ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl, (GkBk)l , (GkBk)q ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl. (39b)

It follows that the corresponding mollified system to (29) is

∂tvl + div((vl + (G1B1)l) ⊗ (vl + (G1B1)l) − (Ξl + (G2B2)l) ⊗ (Ξl + (G2B2)l))

+ ∇πl = div(R̊v
l + Rv

com1), ∇ · vl = 0, (40a)

∂tΞl + div((Ξl + (G2B2)l) ⊗ (vl + (G1B1)l) − (vl + (G1B1)l) ⊗ (Ξl + (G2B2)l))

= div(R̊Ξl + RΞcom1), ∇ · Ξl = 0, (40b)
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where

πl , πq ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl −
1

3
(|vl + (G1B1)l|2 − |Ξl + (G2B2)l|2) (41a)

+
1

3
(|vq + (G1B1)q|2 − |Ξq + (G2B2)q|2) ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl,

Rv
com1 , (vl + (G1B1)l)⊗̊(vl + (G1B1)l) − (Ξl + (G2B2)l)⊗̊(Ξl + (G2B2)l) (41b)

− ((vq + (G1B1)q)⊗̊(vq + (G1B1)q) − (Ξq + (G2B2)q)⊗̊(Ξq + (G2B2)q)) ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl,

RΞcom1 , (Ξl + (G2B2)l) ⊗ (vl + (G1B1)l) − (vl + (G1B1)l) ⊗ (Ξl + (G2B2)l) (41c)

− ((Ξq + (G2B2)q) ⊗ (vq + (G1B1)q) − (vq + (G1Bq)q) ⊗ (Ξq + (G2B2)q)) ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl

(see [89, Equations (101)-(102)]). We let χ : [0,∞) 7→ R be a smooth function such that

χ(z)



= 1 if z ∈ [0, 1],

∈ [ z
2
, 2z] if z ∈ (1, 2),

= z if z ≥ 2,

(42)

and then the magnetic amplitude function for all ξ ∈ ΛΞ,

aξ(t, x) , ρ
1
2

Ξ
(t, x)γξ

(
−

R̊Ξ
l
(t, x)

ρΞ(t, x)

)
where ρΞ(t, x) , 2δq+1ǫ

−1
Ξ cΞM0(t)χ

( |R̊Ξ
l
(t, x)|

cΞδq+1M0(t)

)
(43)

(see [89, Equations (110) and (117)]). On the other hand, we define

G̊Ξ ,
∑

ξ∈ΛΞ
a2
ξ(ξ ⊗ ξ − ξ2 ⊗ ξ2), (44)

where ξ and ξ2 are two of the elements of an o.n.b. that appears in Geometric Lemmas,

specifically [89, Lemmas 3.1-3.2] (see Lemmas A.2-A.3). We also define the velocity

amplitude functions

aξ(t, x) ,ρ
1
2
v (t, x)γξ

(
Id−

R̊v
l
(t, x) + G̊Ξ(t, x)

ρv(t, x)

)
∀ ξ ∈ Λv (45a)

where ρv(t, x) ,2ǫ−1
v cvδq+1M0(t)χ

( |R̊v
l
(t, x) + G̊Ξ(t, x)|
cvδq+1M0(t)

)
(45b)

(see [89, Equation (128)]). We are now ready to define the perturbations

wq+1 , w
p

q+1
+ wc

q+1 + wt
q+1 and dq+1 , d

p

q+1
+ dc

q+1 + dt
q+1, (46)

where the temporal correctors are defined through φξ and ϕξ from (263) as follows:

wt
q+1 , −µ−1

∑

ξ∈Λ
PP6=0(a2

ξP6=0(φ2
ξϕ

2
ξ))ξ and dt

q+1 , −µ−1
∑

ξ∈ΛΞ
PP6=0(a2

ξP6=0(φ2
ξϕ

2
ξ ))ξ2. (47)

The specific form of w
p

q+1
,wc

q+1
, d

p

q+1
, and dc

q+1
, are not important for our current proof (see

[89, Equations (139)-(140)]) while we will rely on the following identity:

w
p

q+1
+ wc

q+1 = N−2
Λ λ

−2
q+1 curl curl

∑

ξ∈Λ
aξφξΨξξ, (48a)

d
p

q+1
+ dc

q+1 = N−2
Λ λ

−2
q+1 curl curl

∑

ξ∈ΛΞ
aξφξΨξξ2 (48b)

where Ψξ and NΛ are defined respectively in (263) and (260) (see [89, Equation (142)]).

At last, we are able to define the solutions at step q + 1 via the perturbations as follows:

vq+1 , vl + wq+1 and Ξq+1 , Ξl + dq+1 (49)
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(see [89, Equation (147)]). We will subsequently rely on the following estimate from

[89, Equation (122)]:

‖aξ‖Ct,q+1C
j
x
. δ

1
2

q+1
l−5 j−2M0(t)

1
2 ∀ j ≥ 0, ξ ∈ ΛΞ (50)

�

We are ready to prove Theorem 2.1. Given any T > 0 and κ ∈ (0, 1), starting from the

quadruple (v0,Ξ0, R̊
v
0
, R̊Ξ

0
) in Proposition 3.1, by taking L > 0 sufficiently large enough to

satisfy (36), Proposition 3.2 admits (vq,Ξq, R̊
v
q, R̊

Ξ
q ) for all q ∈ N that satisfy Hypothesis

3.1, (29), and (37). It is shown in [89, Equation (87)] that such {vq}q∈N0
, {Ξq}q∈N0

are both

Cauchy in C([0, TL]; Ḣγ(T3)), γ ∈ (0,
β

4+β
). Therefore, we deduce the limiting processes

lim
q→∞

vq , v and lim
q→∞
Ξq , Ξ both in C([0, TL]; Ḣγ(T3)). (51)

Additionally, it is shown in [89, Equation (90)] that the difference between such Ξ from

(51) and Ξ0 from (33) satisfies

‖Ξ(t) − Ξ0(t)‖L2
x
≤ M0(t)

1
2

∑

q≥0

δ
1
2

q+1
(52)

and an identical computation shows

‖v(t) − v0(t)‖L2
x
≤ M0(t)

1
2

∑

q≥0

δ
1
2

q+1
. (53)

Using bq+1 ≥ b(q + 1) for all q ∈ N as long as b ≥ 2, we can further bound by

max{‖Ξ(t) − Ξ0(t)‖L2
x
, ‖v(t) − v0(t)‖L2

x
}

(26)
≤ M0(t)

1
2

∑

q≥0

a−b(q+1)β = M0(t)
1
2

(
a−bβ

1 − a−bβ

)
. (54)

Consequently, all the claims in Theorem 2.1 except the second and third inequalities of

(17) can be proven similarly to the proof of [89, Theorem 2.1], to which we refer interested

readers for details.

3.1. Proof of second inequality in (17). We now prove the second inequality in (17). For

a fixed T > 0, we take L > 0 larger if necessary so that

L4

(2π)3
+

3

(2π)
3
2 − 2

[
2(2L2e2LT + L

1
4 )L

1
4 + L

1
2 +

(
(2π)

3
2 − 2

3

)
TCG2

]
≤ 1

(2π)
9
2

L4e4LT . (55)

Because Ξ deduced in (51) is divergence-free and mean-zero, we can define its potential

̥ such that ∇ × ̥ = Ξ. (56)

Next, considering our choice of Ξ0 at first iteration from (33), we can explicitly see its

vector potential ̥0 defined by

̥0(t, x) ,
M0(t)

1
2

(2π)3


sin(x3)

cos(x3)

0

 (57)

which is identical to Ξ0(t, x). We define the following random magnetic helicity corre-

sponding to random PDEs (23):

H̃b(t) ,

∫

T3

̥(t, x) · Ξ(t, x)dx and H̃0,b(t) ,

∫

T3

̥0(t, x) · Ξ0(t, x)dx. (58)
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Due to the explicit expression of (33) and (57), we can directly compute

‖̥0(t)‖L2 =
M0(t)

1
2

(2π)
3
2

and H̃0,b(t) =
M0(t)

(2π)3
. (59)

Taking limit q→ ∞ in (32b) we see that

‖Ξ(t)‖L2
x
≤ 2M0(t)

1
2 . (60)

Implementing this, along with Hölder’s inequality, (59), and (54) gives us

|H̃b(t) − H̃0,b(t)| ≤ ‖̥(t) − ̥0(t)‖L2
x
2M0(t)

1
2 +

M0(t)

(2π)
3
2

a−bβ

1 − a−bβ
. (61)

We need to estimate ‖̥(t) − ̥0(t)‖L2
x
, and to do so, we write

‖̥(t) − ̥0(t)‖L2
x

(51)
≤

∑

q≥0

‖(̥q+1 − ̥q)(t)‖L2
x

(56)
=

∑

q≥0

‖∇ × (−∆)−1(Ξq+1 − Ξq)(t)‖L2
x
. (62)

Now we apply the identity Ξq+1 = Ξl + dq+1 from (49) to (62) to deduce

‖(̥ − ̥0)(t)‖L2
x
≤ I1(t) + I2(t) (63)

where

I1(t) ,
∑

q≥0

‖∇ × (−∆)−1(Ξl − Ξq)(t)‖L2
x

and I2(t) ,
∑

q≥0

‖∇ × (−∆)−1dq+1(t)‖L2
x
. (64)

To work on I1, we use the mean-zero property of Ξl −Ξq and mollifier estimate to compute

‖∇ × (−∆)−1(Ξl − Ξq)(t)‖L2
x
. ‖Ξl − Ξq‖Ct L

2
x

(39)
. l‖Ξq‖C1

t,x

(32c)(38b)
. M0(t)

1
2 λ
− 3α

2
+ 2

b

q+1
. (65)

We apply (65) to I1 of (64), and use the fact that b > 39α−1 due to (38b) to estimate by

I1(t) . M0(t)
1
2

∑

q≥0

λ
− 3α

2
+ 2

b

q+1
. M0(t)

1
2

∑

q≥0

ab(q+1)(− 3α
2
+ 2

b
) ≪ M0(t)

1
2

a−1

1 − a−1
. (66)

Next, the estimate of I2 is more delicate. Thus, we first write using (46), (47), and (48b),

dq+1 = N−2
Λ λ

−2
q+1 curl curl

∑

ξ∈ΛΞ
aξφξΨξξ2 − µ−1

∑

ξ∈ΛΞ
PP6=0(a2

ξP6=0(φ2
ξϕ

2
ξ ))ξ2. (67)

Remark 3.2. The convex integration scheme of [3] did not have a temporal corrector (see

“dq+1 := d
p

q+1
+ dc

q+1
” in [3, Equation (5.33b)]) while ours in (46) does. Moreover, the

temporal corrector is more difficult to estimate than d
p

q+1
+ dc

q+1
because d

p

q+1
+ dc

q+1
has

the favorable form of curl curl allowing us to take full advantage of ∇ × (−∆)−1.

We apply this decomposition (67) to I2 of (64) to split to

I2(t) . I21(t) + I22(t) (68)

where

I21(t) ,
∑

q≥0

λ−2
q+1

∑

ξ∈ΛΞ
‖∇ × (aξφξΨξξ2)‖Ct L

2
x
, (69a)

I22(t) ,µ−1
∑

q≥0

∑

ξ∈ΛΞ
‖∇ × (−∆)−1P6=0(a2

ξP6=0(φ2
ξϕ

2
ξ ))ξ2‖Ct L

2
x
. (69b)

To estimate I21, we use the fact that

−1 − β + 21α

2
+

14

b

(38b)
< −1 +

21α

2
+ 14(

α

39
)

(28)
< −1

2
, (70)
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to compute

I21(t)
(69a)
.

∑

q≥0

λ−2
q+1

∑

ξ∈ΛΞ
‖aξ‖CtC

1
x
‖∇(φξΨξ)‖Ct L

2
x

(50)(264b)
.

∑

q≥0

λ−2
q+1(δ

1
2

q+1
l−7M0(t)

1
2 )λq+1

(26)(38b)
≈ M0(t)

1
2

∑

q≥0

λ
−1−β+ 21α

2
+ 14

b

q+1

(70)
≪ M0(t)

1
2

a−1

1 − a−1
. (71)

Next, we come to I22 of (69b) that arises due to the temporal corrector. We observe that

φ2
ξϕ

2
ξ is (T/λq+1σ)3-periodic so that minimal active frequency in P6=0(φ2

ξϕ
2
ξ) is given by

λq+1σ. Therefore, using

−5η + 21α +
28

b
< 0 and b

(
− 5η + 21α +

28

b

)
< −1

that can be verified using (38a), (38b), and (28), we estimate from (69b) by Lemma A.5

I22(t)
(265)
.

∑

q≥0

µ−1
∑

ξ∈ΛΞ
(λq+1σ)−1‖a2

ξ‖CtC
2
x
‖(φξϕξ)2‖Ct L

2
x

(50)(264b)(38a)
.

∑

q≥0

λ
−5η+21α+ 28

b

q+1
M0(t) ≪ M0(t)

1
2

a−1

1 − a−1
. (72)

Due to this estimate, we can now conclude that

I2(t)
(68)
. I21(t) + I22(t)

(72)(71)
≪ M0(t)

1
2

a−1

1 − a−1
. (73)

At last, applying (66) and (73) to (63) gives us

‖(̥ − ̥0)(t)‖L2

(63)
≤ I1(t) + I2(t)

(66)(73)
≪ M0(t)

1
2

a−1

1 − a−1
. (74)

Now we use the fact that (2π)3 + 1 < abβ from (35b) to deduce from (61)

|H̃b(t) − H̃0,b(t)|
(74)
≤ M0(t)

a−1

1 − a−1
+

M0(t)

(2π)
3
2

a−bβ

1 − a−bβ

(59)(35b)
≤ 2H̃0,b(t)

(2π)
3
2

(75)

for a ∈ 2N sufficiently large. Consequently, along with (59) we can deduce

0 < H̃0,b(t)

(
1 − 2

(2π)
3
2

)
≤ H̃b(t). (76)

It follows that

|H̃b(0)| ≤|H̃b(0) − H̃0,b(0)| + |H̃0,b(0)|
(75)(59)(27)

≤ H̃0,b(0)
2

(2π)
3
2

+
L4

(2π)3
(77)

(55)(59)
≤ 3H̃0,b(T )

(2π)
3
2

− 3

(2π)
3
2 − 2

2(2M0(T )
1
2 + L

1
4 )L

1
4 + L

1
2 +


(2π)

3
2 − 2

3

 TCG2



(76)
≤

(
3

(2π)
3
2 − 2

)
H̃b(T ) − 3

(2π)
3
2 − 2

2(2M0(T )
1
2 + L

1
4 )L

1
4 + L

1
2 +


(2π)

3
2 − 2

3

 TCG2

 .

At last, we are ready to conclude that the magnetic helicity grows at least twice from initial

time on {t ≥ T } as follows. First, using the fact that G2B2(0) = 0, we can write
∫

T3

A(0) · b(0)dx
(2)(22)
=

∫

T3

∇ × (−∆)−1Ξ(0) · Ξ(0)dx
(56)(58)
= H̃b(0). (78)
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Now we are ready to estimate on {t ≥ T },
∫

T3

A(0) · b(0)dx
(78)(77)
≤

(
3

(2π)
3
2 − 2

)
H̃b(T )

− 3

(2π)
3
2 − 2

2(2M0(T )
1
2 + L

1
4 )L

1
4 + L

1
2 +


(2π)

3
2 − 2

3

 TCG2



(58)(56)(22)(2)
≤

(
3

(2π)
3
2 − 2

) [ ∫

T3

A(T ) · b(T )dx

+ 2(‖Ξ‖CT L2
x
+ ‖G2B2‖CT L2

x
)‖G2B2‖CT L2

x
+ ‖G2B2‖2CT L2

x

]

− 3

(2π)
3
2 − 2

2(2M0(T )
1
2 + L

1
4 )L

1
4 + L

1
2 +


(2π)

3
2 − 2

3

 TCG2



(32b)(25)
≤

(
3

(2π)
3
2 − 2

) ∫

T3

A(T ) · b(T )dx − TCG2
. (79)

Therefore, by definition ofHb from (5b), we have shown that

(2π)
3
2 − 2

3

[Hb(0) + TCG2

] ≤ Hb(T ),

which implies the second inequality in (17) because (2π)
3
2 −2

3
≈ 4.6.

3.2. Proof of the third inequality in (17). As we will see, although the overall computa-

tions are less technical than the proof of the second inequality in (17), the constants must be

computed more carefully in order to prove the desired double growth of the cross helicity

(see Remark 3.3). For the fixed T > 0, we take L > 1 larger if necessary to satisfy

L4

2
5
2 π

3
2

+

(
2

5
2 π

3
2 + 2

4π3 − 2
5
2 π

3
2 − 1

)
[4L2e2LT L

1
4 + 3L

1
2 ] ≤ L4e4LT

(2π)
9
2

. (80)

Similarly to (58) we define random cross helicity corresponding to our random PDEs (23):

H̃u(t) ,

∫

T3

v(t, x) · Ξ(t, x)dx and H̃0,u(t) ,

∫

T3

v0(t, x) · Ξ0(t, x)dx. (81)

Considering our choices of v0 and Ξ0 in (33), we can directly compute

H̃0,u(t) =
M0(t)

2
5
2 π

3
2

. (82)

Remark 3.3. As we pointed out already, H̃0,u(t) = M0(t)

2
5
2 π

3
2

from (82) is larger than H̃0,b(t) =

M0(t)

(2π)3 from (59). This difference made it impossible for us to prove the double growth of

cross helicity in our initial attempt when we used a straight-forward bound of

‖Ξ0(t)‖L2
x

(32b)
≤ 2M0(t)

1
2

in (84) similarly to (60). It turns out that this can be overcome by relying on the identity

‖Ξ0(t)‖L2
x
=

M0(t)
1
2

(2π)
3
2

. (83)
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We compute by starting from (81) and relying on (32a) and (83),

|H̃u(t) − H̃0,u(t)| ≤ 2M0(t)
1
2 ‖Ξ(t) − Ξ0(t)‖L2

x
+ ‖v(t) − v0(t)‖L2

x

M0(t)
1
2

(2π)
3
2

. (84)

Then we can compute considering that abβ > (2π)3 + 1 from the first inequality of (35b),

|H̃u(t) − H̃0,u(t)|
(84)(54)
≤ M0(t)

2
5
2 π

3
2

[
2

5
2 π

3
2

(
2 +

1

(2π)
3
2

)
a−bβ

1 − a−bβ

]

(82)
≤ H̃0,u(t)


2

5
2 π

3
2 + 1

4π3

 . (85)

It follows that

0 < H̃0,u(t)

1 −
2

5
2 π

3
2 + 1

4π3

 ≤ H̃u(t). (86)

This leads to

|H̃u(0)| ≤|H̃u(0) − H̃0,u(0)| + H̃0,u(0)
(85)(82)
≤ H̃0,u(0)


2

5
2 π

3
2 + 1

4π3

 +
L4

2
5
2 π

3
2

(80)(82)(86)
≤


2

5
2 π

3
2 + 2

4π3 − 2
5
2 π

3
2 − 1

 H̃u(T ) −


2
5
2 π

3
2 + 2

4π3 − 2
5
2 π

3
2 − 1


[
4M0(T )

1
2 L

1
4 + 3L

1
2

]
. (87)

We are ready to conclude the third inequality in (17) as follow: as GkBk(0) = 0 for k ∈
{1, 2}, we can write

∫

T3

(u · b)(0)dx
(22)
=

∫

T3

(v · Ξ)(0)dx
(81)
= H̃u(0). (88)

and hence on {T ≤ t},
∣∣∣∣∣
∫

T3

(u · b)(0)dx

∣∣∣∣∣
(87)
≤


2

5
2 π

3
2 + 2

4π3 − 2
5
2 π

3
2 − 1

 H̃u(T ) −


2
5
2 π

3
2 + 2

4π3 − 2
5
2 π

3
2 − 1


[
4M0(T )

1
2 L

1
4 + 3L

1
2

]

(81)(22)
≤


2

5
2 π

3
2 + 2

4π3 − 2
5
2 π

3
2 − 1

 [

∫

T3

(u · b)T )dx

+ (‖v(T )‖L2
x
+ ‖G1B1(T )‖L2

x
)‖G2B2(T )‖L2

x
+ ‖G1B1(T )‖L2

x
(‖Ξ(T )‖L2

x
+ ‖G2B2(T )‖L2

x
)

+ ‖G1B1(T )‖L2
x
‖G2B2(T )‖L2

x
] −


2

5
2 π

3
2 + 2

4π3 − 2
5
2 π

3
2 − 1


[
4M0(T )

1
2 L

1
4 + 3L

1
2

]

(32)(25)
≤


2

5
2 π

3
2 + 2

4π3 − 2
5
2 π

3
2 − 1


∫

T3

(u · b)(T )dx.

This implies


4π3 − 2
5
2 π

3
2 − 1

2
5
2 π

3
2 + 2

Hu(0) ≤ Hu(T )

which implies the third inequality in (17) because

(
4π3−2

5
2 π

3
2 −1

2
5
2 π

3
2 +2

)
≈ 2.7. This concludes the

proof of Theorem 2.1.
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4. Proof of Theorem 2.2

Considering (10) with ν1 = ν2 = 0, we define

v , Υ−1
1 u where Υ1 , eB1 and Ξ , Υ−1

2 b where Υ2 , eB2 (89)

to obtain

∂tv +
1

2
v + div(Υ1v ⊗ v − Υ−1

1 Υ
2
2Ξ ⊗ Ξ) + Υ−1

1 ∇π = 0, (90a)

∂tΞ +
1

2
Ξ + div(Υ1Ξ ⊗ v − Υ1v ⊗ Ξ) = 0 (90b)

(see [89, Equation (20)]). We define for δ ∈ (0, 1
4
),

TL , inf{t > 0 : max
k=1,2
|Bk(t)| ≥ L

1
4 } ∧ inf{t > 0 : max

k=1,2
‖Bk‖

C
1
2
−2δ

t

≥ L
1
2 } ∧ L (91)

so that TL > 0 and limL→∞ TL = +∞ P-a.s. We take the same definitions of λq and δq from

(26), introduce mL, and define M0(t) differently from (27) as follows:

mL ,
√

3L
5
4 e

5
2

L
1
4
, M0 ∈ C∞(R) such that M0(t) =


e2L if t ≤ 0,

e4Lt+2L if t ≥ T ∧ L,
(92a)

0 ≤ M′0(t) ≤ 8LM0(t), M′′0 (t) ≤ 32L2M0(t) (92b)

(see [89, Equation (211)]). We take the same definition of α in (28) and search for the

solution (vq,Ξq, R̊
v
q, R̊

Ξ
q ) for q ∈ N0 that solves over [tq, TL]

∂tvq +
1

2
vq + div(Υ1(vq ⊗ vq) − Υ−1

1 Υ
2
2(Ξq ⊗ Ξq)) + ∇pq = div R̊v

q, ∇ · vq = 0, (93a)

∂tΞq +
1

2
Ξq + Υ1 div(Ξq ⊗ vq − vq ⊗ Ξq) = div R̊Ξq , ∇ · Ξq = 0, (93b)

where tq was defined in (30), and R̊v
q is a symmetric trace-free matrix and R̊Ξq is a skew-

symmetric matrix. We extend Bk to [−2, 0] by Bk(t) ≡ Bk(0) for k ∈ {1, 2} and all t ∈ [−2, 0]

again and consider the following inductive hypothesis.

Hypothesis 4.1. For universal constants cv, cΞ > 0 from [89, Equations (120) and (131)],

the solution (vq,Ξq, R̊
v
q, R̊

Ξ
q ) to (93) satisfies for all t ∈ [tq, TL],

‖vq‖Ct,qL2
x
≤ mLM0(t)

1
2

(
1 +

∑

1≤ι≤q

δ
1
2
ι

)
≤ 2mLM0(t)

1
2 , (94a)

‖Ξq‖Ct,q L2
x
≤ mLM0(t)

1
2

(
1 +

∑

1≤ι≤q

δ
1
2
ι

)
≤ 2mLM0(t)

1
2 , (94b)

‖vq‖C1
t,x,q
≤ mLM0(t)

1
2 λ4

q, ‖Ξq‖C1
t,x,q
≤ mLM0(t)

1
2 λ4

q, (94c)

‖R̊v
q‖Ct,q L1

x
≤ cvM0(t)δq+1, ‖R̊Ξq ‖Ct,qL1

x
≤ cΞM0(t)δq+1. (94d)

Proposition 4.1. Let

v0(t, x) ,
mLM0(t)

1
2

(2π)
3
2


sin(x3)

0

0

 and Ξ0(t, x) ,
mLM0(t)

1
2

(2π)3


sin(x3)

cos(x3)

0

 . (95)
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Then, together with

R̊v
0(t, x) ,

mL( d
dt
+ 1

2
)M0(t)

1
2

(2π)
3
2


0 0 − cos(x3)

0 0 0

− cos(x3) 0 0

 + R(−∆)m1 v0(t, x)

and

R̊Ξ0 (t, x) ,
mL( d

dt
+ 1

2
)M0(t)

1
2

(2π)3


0 0 − cos(x3)

0 0 sin(x3)

cos(x3) − sin(x3) 0

 + R
Ξ(−∆)m2Ξ0(t, x),

(v0,Ξ0) satisfies Hypothesis 4.1 and (93) at level q = 0 over [t0, TL] provided

√
3((2π)3 + 1)2 <

√
3a2βb ≤ min{cv, cΞ}eL− 5

2
L

1
4

L
5
4 [8(4L + 1

2
)(2π)

1
2 + 36π

3
2 ]
, L ≤ (2π)

3
2 a4 − 2

2
. (96)

Finally, v0(t, x),Ξ0(t, x), R̊v
0
(t, x), and R̊Ξ

0
(t, x) are all deterministic over [t0, 0].

Proof of Proposition 4.1. This result can be proven similarly to the proof of [89, Proposi-

tion 5.6]. The lack of diffusion in our current case has zero effect in its proof. �

Proposition 4.2. Let L satisfy

√
3((2π)3 + 1)2 <

min{cv, cΞ}eL− 5
2

L
1
4

L
5
4 [8(4L + 1

2
)(2π)

1
2 + 36π

3
2 ]
. (97)

Then there exist a choice of parameters a, b, and β such that (96) is fulfilled and the

following holds. Suppose that (vq,Ξq, R̊
v
q, R̊

Ξ
q ) are {Ft}t≥0-adapted processes that solve

(93) and satisfy Hypothesis 4.1 over [tq, TL]. Then there exist {Ft}t≥0-adapted processes

(vq+1,Ξq+1, R̊
v
q+1
, R̊Ξ

q+1
) that solve (93) and satisfy Hypothesis 4.1 at level q + 1, and for all

t ∈ [tq+1, TL],

‖vq+1(t) − vq(t)‖L2
x
≤ mLM0(t)

1
2 δ

1
2

q+1
and ‖Ξq+1(t) − Ξq(t)‖L2

x
≤ mLM0(t)

1
2 δ

1
2

q+1
. (98)

Finally, if (vq,Ξq, R̊
v
q, R̊

Ξ
q )(t, x) is deterministic over [tq, 0], then (vq+1,Ξq+1, R̊

v
q+1
, R̊Ξ

q+1
)(t, x)

is also deterministic over t ∈ [tq+1, 0].

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Again, this result can be proven similarly to [89, Proposition 5.7]

by taking into account of Remark 3.1 (2). For subsequent proof again, we sketch some

ideas, state definitions and key estimates from [89]. The choice of parameters η, σ, r, µ, b,

and l are identical to (38a), and (38b). In addition to vl,Ξl, R̊
v
l
, and R̊Ξ

l
in (39), we mollify

Υk for k ∈ {1, 2} and define Υk,l , Υk ∗t ϑl for k ∈ {1, 2}. It follows that the corresponding

mollified system is

∂tvl +
1

2
vl + div(Υ1,l(vl ⊗ vl) − Υ−1

1,lΥ
2
2,l(Ξl ⊗ Ξl)) + ∇pl = div(R̊v

l + Rv
com1), (99a)

∂tΞl +
1

2
Ξl + Υ1,l div(Ξl ⊗ vl − vl ⊗ Ξl) = div(R̊Ξl + RΞcom1), (99b)

where

pl ,

(
Υ1

|vq|2

3

)
∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl −

(
Υ−1

1 Υ
2
2

|Ξq|2

3

)
∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl

+ pq ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl − Υ1,l

|vl|2
3
+ Υ−1

1,lΥ
2
2,l

|Ξl|2
3
, (100a)

Rv
com1 , − (Υ1(vq⊗̊vq)) ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl + (Υ−1

1 Υ
2
2(Ξq⊗̊Ξq)) ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl
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+ Υ1,l(vl⊗̊vl) − Υ−1
1,lΥ

2
2,l(Ξl⊗̊Ξl), (100b)

RΞcom1 , − (Υ1(Ξq ⊗ vq)) ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl + (Υ1(vq ⊗ Ξq)) ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl

+ Υ1,l(Ξl ⊗ vl) − Υ1,l(vl ⊗ Ξl) (100c)

(see [89, Equations (239)-(240)]). With the same χ from (42), aξ for ξ ∈ ΛΞ and ρΞ from

(43), we define

āξ(t, x) , Υ
− 1

2

1,l
(t)aξ(t, x)

(43)
= Υ

− 1
2

1,l
(t)ρ

1
2

Ξ
(t, x)γξ

−
R̊Ξ

l
(t, x)

ρΞ(t, x)

 ∀ ξ ∈ ΛΞ

(see [89, Equation (220)]). Differently from (44), we need to define

G̊Ξ ,
∑

ξ∈ΛΞ
ā2
ξ(Υ1,lξ ⊗ ξ − Υ−1

1,lΥ
2
2,lξ2 ⊗ ξ2)

(see [89, Equation (216)]). We define ρv and aξ for ξ ∈ Λv identically to (49) and then

āξ(t, x) , Υ
− 1

2

1,l
(t)aξ(t, x)

(45)
= Υ

− 1
2

1,l
(t)ρ

1
2
v (t, x)γξ

(
Id−

R̊v
l
(t, x) + G̊Ξ(t, x)

ρv(t, x)

)
∀ ξ ∈ Λv

(see [89, Equation (218)]). We define wq+1 and dq+1 identically to (45) where the temporal

correctors are defined identically to (47), and w
p

q+1
,wc

q+1
, d

p

q+1
, and dc

q+1
, satisfy this time

N−2
Λ λ

−2
q+1 curl curl

∑

ξ∈Λ
āξφξΨξξ = w

p

q+1
+ wc

q+1, (101a)

N−2
Λ λ

−2
q+1 curl curl

∑

ξ∈ΛΞ
āξφξΨξξ2 = d

p

q+1
+ dc

q+1 (101b)

(see [89, Equation (258)]). Under these settings we define (vq+1,Ξq+1) identically to (50).

We will subsequently rely on the following estimate from [89, Equation (248b)]:

‖āξ‖Ct,q+1C
j
x
. m

1
5

L
l−5 j−2 M0(t)

1
2 δ

1
2

q+1
∀ j ≥ 0, ξ ∈ ΛΞ. (102)

�

We are ready to prove Theorem 2.2. Given any T > 0 and κ ∈ (0, 1), again, starting

from the solution (v0,Ξ0, R̊
v
0
, R̊Ξ

0
) at step q = 0 from Proposition 4.1, by taking L > 0

sufficiently large enough to satisfy (97), Proposition 4.1 further gives us (vq,Ξq, R̊
v
q, R̊

Ξ
q ) for

all q ∈ N that satisfy Hypothesis 4.1, (93), and (98). Both {vq}q∈N0
and {Ξq}q∈N0

are Cauchy

in C([0, TL]; Ḣγ(T3)) for all γ ∈ (0,
β

4+β
) and we can define the limiting processes

lim
q→∞

vq , v and lim
q→∞
Ξq , Ξ both in C([0, TL]; Ḣγ(T3)). (103)

Improving [89, Equations (234)] similarly to (54) we obtain

max{‖Ξ(t) − Ξ0(t)‖L2
x
, ‖v(t) − v0(t)‖L2

x
} ≤ mLM0(t)

1
2

(
a−bβ

1 − a−bβ

)
. (104)

All the claims in Theorem 2.2 except the second and third inequalities in (20) follow from

[89, Proof of Theorem 2.3]. Thus, we now focus on the proofs of the second and third

inequalities in (20).
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4.1. Proof of the second inequality in (20). For a fixed T > 0, we take L > 0 larger if

necessary so that

e3L
1
2

(
1 +

2

(2π)
3
2

) 
2(2π)

3
2

(2π)
3
2 − 2

 ≤ e4LT and T ≤ L
1
2 . (105)

First, because Ξ deduced via (103) is divergence-free and mean-zero, we obtain ̥ defined

identically to (56). Considering the definition of Ξ0 in (95), we can explicitly see its vector

potential ̥0 defined by

̥0(t, x) ,
mLM0(t)

1
2

(2π)3


sin(x3)

cos(x3)

0

 (106)

which is, again, identical to Ξ0. We define H̃b and H̃0,b corresponding to (93) identically

to (58) and compute directly

‖̥0(t)‖L2
x
=

mL M0(t)
1
2

(2π)
3
2

and H̃0,b(t) =
m2

L
M0(t)

(2π)3
. (107)

Due to (94b) we know

‖Ξ(t)‖L2
x
≤ 2mLM0(t)

1
2 . (108)

Considering this, along with Hölder’s inequality, leads us from (58) to

|H̃b(t) − H̃0,b(t)| ≤ ‖̥(t) − ̥0(t)‖L2
x
‖Ξ(t)‖L2

x
+ ‖̥0(t)‖L2

x
‖Ξ(t) − Ξ0(t)‖L2

x

(108)(107)(104)
≤ ‖̥(t) − ̥0(t)‖L2

x
2mLM0(t)

1
2 +

m2
L
M0(t)

(2π)
3
2

(
a−bβ

1 − a−bβ

)
. (109)

Identically to (62), (63), we have

‖(̥ − ̥0)(t)‖L2
x

(62)
≤

∑

q≥0

‖∇ × (−∆)−1(Ξq+1 − Ξq)(t)‖L2
x

(63)
≤ I1(t) + I2(t) (110)

for I1, I2 defined in (64). Similarly to (65) we can estimate

‖∇ × (−∆)−1(Ξl − Ξq)(t)‖L2
x
. l‖Ξq‖C1

t,x

(94c)
. lmLM0(t)

1
2 λ4

q

(38b)
≈ mLM0(t)

1
2 λ
− 3α

2
+ 2

b

q+1
. (111)

Similar computations to (66) give us

I1(t)
(64)(111)
.

∑

q≥0

mLM0(t)
1
2 λ
− 3α

2
+ 2

b

q+1
≪ M0(t)

1
2

a−1

1 − a−1
. (112)

Similarly to (67) we can write using (46), (47), and (101),

dq+1 = N−2
Λ λ

−2
q+1 curl curl

∑

ξ∈ΛΞ
āξφξΨξξ2 − µ−1

∑

ξ∈ΛΞ
PP6=0(a2

ξP6=0(φ2
ξϕ

2
ξ ))ξ2. (113)

Consequently, we get a bound of I2 that is analogous to (68) as follows:

I2(t) . I21(t) + I22(t) (114)

where

I21(t) ,
∑

q≥0

λ−2
q+1

∑

ξ∈ΛΞ
‖∇ × (āξφξΨξξ2)‖Ct L

2
x
, (115a)

I22(t) ,µ−1
∑

q≥0

∑

ξ∈ΛΞ
‖∇ × (−∆)−1P6=0(a2

ξP6=0(φ2
ξϕ

2
ξ ))ξ2‖Ct L

2
x
. (115b)
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We can now estimate I21(t) identically to (70)-(71), with the only exception that we rely on

(102) instead of (50) and thereby obtain an extra factor of m
1
5

L
: starting from (115a)

I21(t) .
∑

q≥0

λ−2
q+1

∑

ξ∈ΛΞ
‖āξ‖CtC

1
x
‖∇(φξΨξ)‖Ct L

2
x

(102)(264b)
.

∑

q≥0

λ−2
q+1(δ

1
2

q+1
l−7m

1
5

L
M0(t)

1
2 )λq+1

(26)(38b)
. m

1
5

L
M0(t)

1
2

∑

q≥0

λ
− 1

2

q+1
≪ M0(t)

1
2

a−1

1 − a−1
. (116)

As we described in the proof of Proposition 4.2, the definition of the temporal corrector

never changed from the proof of Theorem 2.1 and therefore our I22 in (115b) is same as

(69b). Hence, the estimate (72) directly applies in our current case, yielding

I2(t)
(114)
. I21(t) + I22(t)

(116)(72)
≪ M0(t)

1
2

a−1

1 − a−1
. (117)

Applying (112) and (117) to (110) gives us

‖(̥ − ̥0)(t)‖L2
x

(110)
≤ I1(t) + I2(t)

(112)(117)
≪ M0(t)

1
2

a−1

1 − a−1
. (118)

Now we apply (118) and use (2π)3 + 1 < abβ from (96) to deduce from (109)

|H̃b(t) − H̃0,b(t)| ≤ M0(t)
a−1

1 − a−1
+

m2
L
M0(t)

(2π)
3
2

a−bβ

1 − a−bβ

(107)(96)
≤ 2H̃0,b(t)

(2π)
3
2

(119)

for a ∈ 2N sufficiently large. Consequently,

0 < H̃0,b(t)

(
1 − 2

(2π)
3
2

)
≤ H̃b(t). (120)

The following computations will diverge from (77), (78), and (79). First, we deduce

|H̃b(0)| ≤ |H̃b(0) − H̃0,b(0)| + |H̃0,b(0)| (119)(107)(92)
=

m2
L
e2L

(2π)3

(
1 +

2

(2π)
3
2

)

(105)
≤


(2π)

3
2 − 2

2(2π)
3
2

 e−3L
1
2

m2
L
e4LT+2L

(2π)3

(92)(107)
=


(2π)

3
2 − 2

2(2π)
3
2

 e−3L
1
2 H̃0,b(T ). (121)

We make a key observation from (120) thatHb(t) ≥ 0 P-a.s.:

Hb(t)
(5b)(89)(56)(58)

= e−2B2(t)H̃b(t)
(120)
≥ 0. (122)

Therefore, using the fact that B2(0) = 0, on {t ≥ T }, we can deduce

∣∣∣∣∣e
T

∫

T3

(A · b)(0)dx

∣∣∣∣∣
(105)
≤ eL

1
2Hb(0)

(121)
≤


(2π)

3
2 − 2

2(2π)
3
2

 e−2L
1
2 H̃0,b(T )

(91)
≤ e−2L

1
2

(
1

2

)
e2L

1
4Hb(T )

(122)
<

(
1

2

) ∫

T3

(A · b)(T )dx. (123)

This implies according to definition from (5b),

2eTHb(0) < Hb(T )

and thus the second inequality in (20).
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4.2. Proof of the third inequality in (20). For the fixed T > 0 we take L > 1 larger if

necessary to satisfy

1 +
8

(2π)
3
2

≤ e−2L
1
2
e4LT


(2π)

3
2 − 8

2(2π)
3
2

 . (124)

We continue to use the same notations of H̃b, H̃0,b in (58) and H̃u, H̃0,u in (81). Directly

from (95), we can compute

H̃0,u(t) =
m2

L
M0(t)

2
5
2 π

3
2

. (125)

Similarly to (84) we can compute using (94a) and (94b), starting from (81),

|H̃u(t) − H̃0,u(t)| ≤ (‖v(t) − v0(t)‖L2
x
+ ‖Ξ(t) − Ξ0(t)‖L2

x
)2mLM0(t)

1
2 . (126)

Similarly to (85) we can compute considering that abβ > (2π)3 + 1 from (96),

|H̃u(t) − H̃0,u(t)|
(126)(104)
≤ 4m2

LM0(t)
1
2 M0(t)

1
2

(
a−bβ

1 − a−bβ

)
(82)
≤ H̃0,u(t)

8

(2π)
3
2

. (127)

It follows that

0 < H̃0,u(t)

(
1 − 8

(2π)
3
2

)
≤ H̃u(t). (128)

Similarly to (122), we make a key observation that P-a.s.,

Hu(t)
(5c)(89)(81)

= eB1(t)+B2(t)H̃u(t)
(128)
≥ 0. (129)

We are ready to compute

|H̃u(0)| ≤|H̃u(0) − H̃0,u(0)| + H̃0,u(0)
(127)
≤ H̃0,u(0)

(
1 +

8

(2π)
3
2

)
(130)

(125)(92)(124)
≤ m2

Le−2L
1
2 e4LT+2L

2
5
2 π

3
2

(
(2π)

3
2 − 8

2(2π)
3
2

) (92)(125)(128)
≤ 1

2
e−2L

1
2 H̃u(T ).

Then we may continue to estimate using (88) on {t ≥ T },
∣∣∣∣∣
∫

T3

(u · b)(0)dx

∣∣∣∣∣
(88)(130)(81)

≤ 1

2
e−2L

1
2

∫

T3

v(T ) · Ξ(T )dx

(89)(91)(129)
≤ 1

2
e−2L

1
2
e2L

1
4

∫

T3

u(T ) · b(T )dx
(129)
<

1

2

∫

T3

(u · b)(T )dx. (131)

This implies by definition from (5c) that

2Hu(0) < Hu(T ),

and thus the third inequality in (20). This concludes the proof of Theorem 2.2.

5. Proof of Theorem 2.3 and Corollary 2.4

As we mentioned, we now assume T = [0, 1] for convenience. For brevity we assume

ν1 = ν2 = 1 in (12). For the prescribed (uin, bin), let {Ft}t≥0 be the augmented joint canon-

ical filtration on (Ω,F ,P) generated by (B1, B2) and (uin, bin). Then B1 and B2 are both

{Ft}t≥0-Wiener processes and uin, bin are both F0-measurable. We define

zin
1 (t, x) , e−t(−∆)m1

uin(x) and zin
2 (t, x) , e−t(−∆)m2

bin(x) for t ∈ [0, TL], (132)

and then split (12) to the following two systems:

dz1 + [∇π1 + (−∆)m1z1]dt = dB1 and ∇ · z1 = 0 for t > 0, z1(0, x) = 0, (133a)
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dz2 + (−∆)m2 z2dt = dB2 and ∇ · z2 = 0 for t > 0, z2(0, x) = 0. (133b)

and

∂tv + ∇π2 + (−∆)m1 v + div

(
(v + zin

1 + z1) ⊗ (v + zin
1 + z1) (134a)

− (Θ + zin
2 + z2) ⊗ (Θ + zin

2 + z2)

)
= 0, ∇ · v = 0 for t > 0, and v(0) = 0,

∂tΘ + (−∆)m2Θ + div

(
Θ + zin

2 + z2) ⊗ (v + zin
1 + z1) (134b)

− (v + zin
1 + z1) ⊗ (Θ + zin

2 + z2)

)
= 0, ∇ · Θ = 0 for t > 0, and Θ(0) = 0.

We can solve (133) to see that

z1(t) =

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)(−∆)m1
PdB1(s) and z2(t) =

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)(−∆)m2
dB2(s). (135)

so that

(u, b) = (v + zin
1 + z1,Θ + zin

2 + z2), along with π = π1 + π2, (136)

satisfies (12) starting from the prescribed initial data of (uin, bin).

Proposition 5.1. ([40, Proposition 3.1] and [86, Proposition 4.4]) Under the hypothesis

(18), the solutions zk for both k ∈ {1, 2} to (133) satisfy for any δ ∈ (0, 1
2
), T > 0, and l ∈ N,

EP
[
‖zk‖lCT Ḣ1−δ + ‖zk‖l

C
1
2
−δ

T
L2

]
< ∞.

With the same Sobolev constant CS from (24), we define differently from (25),

TL , inf

{
t ≥ 0 : CS max

k=1,2
‖zk(t)‖Ḣ1−δ ≥ L

}

∧ inf

{
t ≥ 0 : CS max

k=1,2
‖zk‖

C
1
2
−2δ

t L2
≥ L

}
∧ L, 0 < δ <

5p − 6

2p
<

1

8
(137)

and observe that TL > 0 and limL→∞ TL = +∞ P-a.s. due to Proposition 5.1. The fact that

δ <
5p−6

2p
justifies the embedding of H1−δ(T3) →֒ L

p

p−1 (T3) and also implies 6
5−2δ

< p which

will be used subsequently (e.g. (252)). We fix

ǫ ∈ Q+ such that ǫ ∈
(
0,min

{
1

20
,

1

8

(
5

2
− 2mk

)
, 1 − 6 − 3p

2mk p

})
. (138)

We impose that a ∈ 5N such that aǫ ∈ 5N and that b ∈ 2N to satisfy

b > max

{
(28)(56)2

ǫ
, max

k∈{1,2}

(
1 − 6 − 3p

2mk p

)−1}
and l−1

, λ14
q λ

ǫ
112

q+1
. (139)

We keep the same definition of λq in (26) but modify δq as follows:

λq , abq

for q ∈ N0, δq ,


1
2
λ

2β

1
λ
−2β
q for all q ∈ N,

1 if q = −1, 0;
(140)

we will use the fact that δ1 = 1 subsequently (e.g. (158)). We define

r⊥ , λ
−1+2ǫ
q+1 , r‖ , λ

−1+6ǫ
q+1 , µ , λ

3
2
−6ǫ

q+1
, τ , λ1−6ǫ

q+1 , σ , λ2ǫ
q+1. (141)

We observe that due to aǫ ∈ 5N and b ∈ 2N, we have λq+1r⊥ = λ
2ǫ
q+1
∈ N. We define

zk,q , P≤ f (q)zk where f (q) , λ
40ǫ
11

q+1
for both k ∈ {1, 2}. (142)
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With (134) in mind, for all q ∈ N0 we consider over [tq, TL]

∂tvq + ∇πq + (−∆)m1 vq + div

(
(vq + zin

1 + z1,q) ⊗ (vq + zin
1 + z1,q) (143a)

− (Θq + zin
2 + z2,q) ⊗ (Θq + zin

2 + z2,q)

)
= div R̊v

q, ∇ · vq = 0 for t > 0, and vq(0) = 0,

∂tΘq + (−∆)m2Θq + div

(
Θq + zin

2 + z2,q) ⊗ (vq + zin
1 + z1,q) (143b)

− (vq + zin
1 + z1,q) ⊗ (Θq + zin

2 + z2,q)

)
= div R̊Θq , ∇ · Θq = 0 for t > 0, and Θq(0) = 0.

We assume hereafter that

4
√

2

4
√

2 − 5
≤ abβ so that

∑

q≥1

δ
1
2
q ≤

4

5
and 2δq+1 ≤ δq for all q ∈ N0. (144)

Remark 5.1. As we mentioned in the beginning of this Section 5, we redefined T = [0, 1]

for convenience, and the fact that tq ≥ −1 by (30) is related because we will need |t| ∈ (0, 1)

in (258). Now, for all t ∈ [tq, 0), q ∈ N0, we assume

zin
1 (t) = e−|t|(−∆)m1

uin, zin
2 (t) = e−|t|(−∆)m2

bin, (145a)

z1 ≡ z2 ≡ vq ≡ Θq ≡ 0, R̊v
q = (zin

1 ⊗̊zin
1 − zin

2 ⊗̊zin
2 ), R̊Θq = (zin

2 ⊗ zin
1 − zin

1 ⊗ zin
2 ). (145b)

As we will see in (151c), the inductive hypothesis guarantees that vq,Θq both vanish near

t = 0 so that ∂tvq(0) = ∂tΘq(0) = 0; because z1, z2 also vanish as t → 0+ continuously, our

extensions allow the system (143) to be solved on [tq, TL]. At the inductive step q = 0, we

will need to verify zin
k
⊗ zin

k
∈ L1

t,x to bound L1
t,x-norms of R̊v

0
and R̊Θ

0
although zin

1
(0)

(132)
=

uin ∈ Lp(T3) and zin
2

(0)
(132)
= bin ∈ Lp(T3) for p < 2 and thus Hölder’s inequality cannot

deduce the desired regularity. This is why, in contrast to previous works, we cannot just

extend zin
k

by its value at t = 0, and hence our extension in (145a) (see [57, Remark 3.5]).

Next, with uin, bin ∈ Lp(T3) fixed, we fix N ≥ 1 sufficiently large such that

‖uin‖Lp + ‖bin‖Lp ≤ N P-a.s. (146)

We can directly compute using the embedding of W
3
p
− 3

2
,p(T3) →֒ L2(T3),

2∑

k=1

‖zin
k ‖2L2

[0,TL ],x

.

∫ TL

0

t
− 6−3p

2m1 p ‖uin‖2Lp + t
− 6−3p

2m2 p ‖bin‖2Lp dt
(146)(137)
. N2

2∑

k=1

L
1− 6−3p

2mk p . (147)

We also fix a sufficiently large deterministic constant

ML , ML(N) ≫
{
L3,N2

2∑

k=1

L
1− 6−3p

2mk p

}
(148)

so that (147) implies
2∑

k=1

‖zin
k ‖2L2

[0,TL ]
L2

x
≪ ML. (149)

The fact that ML ≫ L3 is used e.g. in (158). Next, we define, for δ > 0 from (137),

σq , δq ∀ q ∈ N0 ∪ {−1}, γq ,


δq ∀ q ∈ N0 \ {3},
K ≫ 1 if q = 3,

(150a)
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A ≫ ML max

{
1

1 −∑2
k=1

6−3p

4mk p

,

2∑

k=1

1

1 − 6−3p

2mk p

}
, (150b)

1 < p∗ < min

{
2 − 8ǫ

2mk − 1
2
− ǫ( 45

56
)
,

2 − 8ǫ

2 − ǫ( 249
28

)
,

3 − 14ǫ

2 − ǫ( 24917
(56)2 )

,
6

6 − 2δ
,

3p

2(3 − mk p)

}
, (150c)

which is well defined due to the choice of δ in (137) and ǫ in (138). We mention that the

lower bound on A is used e.g. in (162), (256), and (259).

Hypothesis 5.1. For a universal constant M0 > 0 to be explained from the subsequent

proof (see e.g. (188), (194), (190), (194)), the solution (vq,Θq, R̊
v
q, R̊

Θ
q ) that solves (143)

satisfies the following:

‖vq‖L2
[σq∧TL ,TL],x

∨ ‖Θq‖L2
[σq∧TL ,TL ],x

≤M0

(
M

3
4

L

q∑

r=1

δ
1
2
r +
√

2M
1
4

L

q∑

r=1

γ
1
2
r

)
+
√

2M0(ML + A)
1
2

q−1∑

r=1

(rσr−1)
1
2 (151a)

≤M0 M
3
4

L
+
√

2M0 M
1
4

L
(K

1
2 + 1) + 17M0(ML + A)

1
2 , (151b)

vq(t) = Θq(t) = 0 ∀ t ∈ [tq, σq ∧ TL], (151c)

‖vq‖C1
[tq ,TL],x

∨ ‖Θq‖C1
[tq ,TL ],x

≤ λ7
qM

1
2

L
, (151d)

‖vq‖C[0,TL ]L
p
x
∨ ‖Θq‖C[0,TL ]L

p
x
≤ M

1
2

L

q∑

r=1

δ
1
2
r ≤ M

1
2

L
, (151e)

‖R̊v
q‖L1

[σq−1∧TL ,TL ],x
∨ ‖R̊Θq ‖L1

[σq−1∧TL ,TL],x
≤ δq+1ML, (152a)

‖R̊v
q‖L1

[0,TL ],x
∨ ‖R̊Θq ‖L1

[0,TL ],x
≤ δq+1ML + 2(q + 1)A

( 2∑

k=1

σ
1− 6−3p

2mk p

q + σ
1−∑2

k=1
6−3p

4mk p

q

)
, (152b)

sup
a∈[tq,(σq∧TL)−h]

‖R̊v
q‖L1

[a,a+h],x
+ sup

a∈[tq ,(σq∧TL)−h]

‖R̊Θq ‖L1
[a,a+h],x

≤2(q + 1)A

( 2∑

k=1

(
h

2

)1− 6−3p

2mk p

+

(
h

2

)1−∑2
k=1

6−3p

4mk p )
∀ h ∈ (0, (σq ∧ TL) − tq]. (152c)

The following is the key iterative result that is the crux of the proof of Theorem 2.3.

Proposition 5.2. Let L ≥ 1 and N satisfy (146). Then there exists a choice of a, b,

and β such that the following holds. Suppose that (vq,Θq, R̊
v
q, R̊

Θ
q ) for some q ∈ N0 is

a {Ft}t≥0-adapted solution to (143) that satisfies the Hypothesis 5.1. Then there exists

(vq+1,Θq+1, R̊
v
q+1
, R̊Θ

q+1
) that is {Ft}t≥0-adapted, solves (143) that satisfies for p in (21),

‖vq+1 − vq‖L2
[(2σq−1)∧TL ],x

∨ ‖Θq+1 − Θq‖L2
[(2σq−1 )∧TL],x

≤ M0(M
1
2

L
δ

1
2

q+1
+ γ

1
2

q+1
)(M

1
2

L
− 2σq−1)

1
2 , (153a)

‖vq+1 − vq‖L2
[σq+1∧TL ,(2σq−1)∧TL ],x

∨ ‖Θq+1 − Θq‖L2
[σq+1∧TL ,(2σq−1)∧TL],x

≤ M0

(
(ML + qA)

1
2 + γ

1
2

q+1

)
(2σq−1)

1
2 , (153b)

vq+1(t) = Θq+1(t) = 0 ∀ t ∈ [tq+1, σq+1 ∧ TL], (153c)
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‖vq+1 − vq‖C[0,TL ]L
p
x
∨ ‖Θq+1 − Θq‖C[0,TL ]L

p
x
≤ M

1
2

L
λ
− ǫ

112

q+1
≤ M

1
2

L
δ

1
2

q+1
, (153d)

and consequently the Hypothesis 5.1 at level q + 1. Finally,
∣∣∣∣∣
(
‖vq+1‖2L2

[2∧TL ,TL ],x

− ‖Θq+1‖2L2
[2∧TL ,TL ],x

)
−

(
‖vq‖2L2

[2∧TL ,TL],x

− ‖Θq‖2L2
[2∧TL ,TL ],x

)
− 3γq+1(TL − 2 ∧ TL)

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ 11ǫ−1
v max

{
1, ǫ−1
Θ

∑

k∈ΛΘ

‖γk‖C(BǫΘ
(0))

}
δq+1ML. (154)

We will prove Proposition 5.2 subsequently; for the time being, we assume it and prove

Theorem 2.3. Let us start with an intermediary result in preparation to prove Theorem 2.3.

Proposition 5.3. Define p by (21). There exists a P-a.s. strongly positive stopping time

TL, that can be made arbitrarily large by choosing L > 1 to be large, such that for any

initial data uin, bin ∈ L
p
σ P-a.s. that are independent of the Wiener processes B1 and B2, the

following holds. There exists {Ft}t≥0-adapted processes

u, b ∈ C([0, TL]; Lp(T3)) ∩ L2(0, TL; Hζ(T3)) P-a.s. (155)

for some ζ > 0, that solves (12) analytically weakly such that (u, b)|t=0 = (uin, bin). Finally,

there exist infinitely many such solutions (u, b).

Proof of Proposition 5.3. At step q = 0, we consider v0 ≡ Θ0 ≡ 0 on [t0, TL]; this way, all

the inductive hypothesis (151a)-(151e) are trivially satisfied. Moreover, for t ∈ [0, TL],

R̊v
0 = (zin

1 + z1,0)⊗̊(zin
1 + z1,0) − (zin

2 + z2,0)⊗̊(zin
2 + z2,0), (156a)

R̊Θ0 = (zin
2 + z2,0) ⊗ (zin

1 + z1,0) − (zin
1 + z1,0) ⊗ (zin

2 + z2,0), (156b)

while for t ∈ [tq, 0), due to Remark 5.1,

R̊v
0 = zin

1 ⊗̊zin
1 − zin

2 ⊗̊zin
2 , R̊Θ0 = zin

2 ⊗ zin
1 − zin

1 ⊗ zin
2 . (157)

We can estimate R̊v
0

as an example: for any ι > 0, as δ−1 = 1 due to (140),

‖R̊v
0‖L1

[0,TL ],x

(156a)
.

∫ TL

0

2∑

k=1

‖zin
k ‖2L2

x
+ ‖zk,0‖2L2

x
dt

(149)(137)
≤ ιML +CL3

(148)
≤ δ1ML. (158)

Therefore, the inductive hypothesis (152a) and (152b) at level q = 0 are satisfied. Con-

cerning (152c) at level q = 0, for all t ∈ (0, 1], the first inequality of (147) shows that

2∑

k=1

‖zin
k (t)‖2

L2
x
. t
− 6−3p

2m1 p ‖uin‖2
L

p
x
+ t
− 6−3p

2m2 p ‖bin‖2
L

p
x

(146)
. N2

2∑

k=1

t
− 6−3p

2mk p . (159)

As − 6−3p

2mk p
< 0 for both k ∈ {1, 2} and |t| < 1 for all t ∈ (0, 1], we can also bound

‖R̊v
0(t)‖L1

x

(156a)
.

2∑

k=1

‖zin
k ‖2L2

x
+ ‖zk,0‖2L2

x

(159)
. (N2 + L2)

2∑

k=1

t
− 6−3p

2mk p . (160)

On the other hand, for t ∈ [−1, 0),

‖R̊v
0(t)‖L1

x

(157)
. |t|−

6−3p

2m1 p ‖uin‖2
L

p
x
+ |t|−

6−3p

2m2 p ‖bin‖2
L

p
x
]

(146)
. N2

2∑

k=1

|t|−
6−3p

2mk p . (161)
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Therefore, as t0 = −1 due to (30) and σ0 = 1 due to (150), for all a ∈ [−1, (1 ∧ TL) − h]

where h ∈ (0, (1 ∧ TL) + 1],

‖R̊v
0‖L1

[a,a+h],x
≪ A

[ 2∑

k=1

(
h

2
)
1− 6−3p

2mk p + (
h

2
)
1−∑2

k=1
6−3p

4mk p

]
. (162)

Hence, Hypothesis 5.1 at level q = 0 holds and we can apply Proposition 5.2 to ob-

tain {Ft}t≥0-adapted processes (vq,Θq, R̊
v
q, R̊

Θ
q )q∈N0

that satisfies Hypothesis 5.1 and rely

on (153d) to deduce the limit (v,Θ) such that

vq → v and Θq → Θ in C[0,TL]L
p
x . (163)

Moreover, we can compute for any ζ ∈ (0,
2β

2β+21b2 ), due to (137), (148), (151d), (151c),

(153), and (150),
∫ TL

0

‖vq+1 − vq‖2Hζdt .

(
M0[A

1
2 + M

3
4

L
]δ

1
3

q−1

)2(1−ζ)

M
3ζ
2

L
λ

14ζ

q+1

.

(
M0[A

1
2 + M

3
4

L
]

)2(1−ζ)

M
3ζ
2

L
δ

2(1−ζ)

3
− 14ζb2

2β

q−1
a14ζb3 ց 0 (164)

as q ր +∞, where the first inequality used the fact that q
1
2 δ

1
6
q . 1. Together with similar

computations for Θq+1 − Θq, we conclude that vq → v and Θq → Θ in L2([0, TL]; Hζ(T3))

for all ζ ∈ (0,
2β

2β+21b2 ). Moreover, it follows from (152b) that (v,Θ) satisfy the equations in

(134) weakly. Concerning initial data, (151c) and (163) imply that v(0) = 0 and similarly

Θ(0) = 0. Concerning non-uniqueness, we find a constant C independent of q such that
∣∣∣∣∣‖v‖

2
L2

[2∧TL ,TL],x

− ‖Θ‖2
L2

[2∧TL ,TL ],x

− 3K(TL − 2 ∧ TL)

∣∣∣∣∣
(150)(154)
≤ 11ǫ−1

v max{1, ǫ−1
Θ

∑

k∈ΛΘ

‖γk‖C(BǫΘ
(0))}ML

∞∑

q=0

δq+1 + 3M
1
2

L

∑

q6=2

γq+1 , C. (165)

For L > 1 sufficiently large so that P({TL > 2}) > 0, on {TL > 2}, for K 6= K′ such that

|K − K′| > 2C
3(TL − 2)

, (166)

the corresponding limits (vK ,ΘK) and (vK′ ,ΘK′ ) satisfy, as a consequence of (165),
∣∣∣∣∣
(
‖vK‖2L2

[2,TL ],x

− ‖ΘK‖2L2
[2,TL ],x

)
−

(
‖vK′‖2L2

[2,TL ],x

− ‖ΘK′‖2L2
[2,TL ],x

)∣∣∣∣∣
(165)(166)

> 0;

this implies (uK , bK) 6= (uK′ , bK′). The existence of infinitely many such solutions follows

from the fact that we can choose different K’s. The proof of Proposition 5.3 is complete.

�

The proofs of Theorem 2.3 and Corollary 2.4 follow from Proposition 5.3 similarly to

[40]; we include details in the Appendix Sections B.1-B.2 for completeness.

5.1. Proof of Proposition 5.2. We mollify vq,Θq, R̊
v
q, and R̊Θq , identically to (39); addi-

tionally, we mollify zk to obtain zk,l , zk ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl for k ∈ {1, 2}. We write the mollified

system from (143) as

∂tvl + (−∆)m1 vl + ∇pl + div Nv
com = div(R̊v

l + Rv
com1), ∇ · vl = 0, (167a)

∂tΘl + (−∆)m2Θl + div NΘcom = div(R̊Θl + RΘcom1), ∇ · Θl = 0, (167b)
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where we defined

Nv
com , (vq + zin

1 + z1,q) ⊗ (vq + zin
1 + z1,q) − (Θq + zin

2 + z2,q) ⊗ (Θq + zin
2 + z2,q), (168a)

NΘcom , (Θq + zin
2 + z2,q) ⊗ (vq + zin

1 + z1,q) − (vq + zin
1 + z1,q) ⊗ (Θq + zin

2 + z2,q), (168b)

Rv
com1 , N̊v

com − N̊v
com ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl, RΘcom1 , NΘcom − NΘcom ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl, (168c)

pl , pq ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl −
1

3
Tr(Nv

com − Nv
com ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl), (168d)

where N̊v
com is the trace-free part of Nv

com. We define with ǫΘ the radius from Lemma A.2,

ρΘ , ǫ
−1
Θ

√
l2 + |R̊Θ

l
|2 so that

∣∣∣∣∣
R̊Θ

l

ρΘ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ǫΘ and ρΘ ≥ ǫ−1
Θ max{l, |R̊Θl |}. (169)

Now we define the amplitude function of the magnetic perturbations:

aξ(t, x) , ρ
1
2

Θ
(t, x)γξ

−
R̊Θ

l
(t, x)

ρΘ(t, x)

 for ξ ∈ ΛΘ, (170)

where γξ is from Lemma A.2. The following is a consequence of Lemma A.2 and (268):
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
a2
ξg

2
ξ(Dξ ⊗Wξ −Wξ ⊗ Dξ) (171)

= − R̊Θl +
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
a2
ξg

2
ξP6=0(Dξ ⊗Wξ −Wξ ⊗ Dξ) +

∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
a2
ξ(g

2
ξ − 1)

?
T3

Dξ ⊗Wξ −Wξ ⊗ Dξdx.

We can verify the following estimates similarly to previous works (e.g. [57, Equation

(5.6)]): for all ξ ∈ ΛΘ and all N ∈ N,

‖aξ‖C[(2σq−1)∧TL ,TL],x
. l−

5
2 δ

1
2

q+1
M

1
2

L
, ‖aξ‖C[0,TL ],x

. l−
5
2 (ML + qA)

1
2 , (172a)

‖aξ‖CN
[(2σq−1)∧TL ,TL],x

. l−15N− 5
2 δ

1
2

q+1
M

1
2

L
, ‖aξ‖CN

[0,TL ],x
. l−15N− 5

2 (ML + qA)
1
2 . (172b)

Next, we define

G̊Θ ,
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
a2
ξ

?
T3

Wξ ⊗Wξ − Dξ ⊗ Dξdx. (173)

The following estimates can be verified using (172) similarly to previous works such as

[52, Equation (4.19)], although the time intervals must be distinguished here: for all N ∈ N,

‖G̊Θ‖C[(2σq−1)∧TL ,TL ],x

(172a)
. l−5δq+1ML, ‖G̊Θ‖CN

[(2σq−1 )∧TL ,TL ],x
. l−15N−5δq+1ML, (174a)

‖G̊Θ‖C[0,TL ],x

(172a)
. l−5(ML + qA), ‖G̊Θ‖CN

[0,TL ],x
. l−15N−5(ML + qA). (174b)

We define

ρv , ǫ
−1
v

√
l2 + |R̊v

l
+ G̊Θ|2 + γq+1 so that

∣∣∣∣∣
R̊v

l
+ G̊Θ

ρv

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ǫv, ρv ≥
max{l, |R̊v

l
+ G̊Θ|}

ǫv

. (175)

Furthermore, we define for ξ ∈ Λv,

aξ , ρ
1
2
v γξ

(
Id−

R̊v
l
+ G̊Θ

ρv

)
, (176)
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which satisfies the following identity as a consequence of Lemma A.3 and (268),
∑

ξ∈Λv

a2
ξg

2
ξWξ ⊗Wξ =ρv Id−R̊v

l − G̊Θ +
∑

ξ∈Λv

a2
ξg

2
ξP6=0(Wξ ⊗Wξ)

+
∑

ξ∈Λv

a2
ξ

(
g2
ξ − 1

)?
T3

Wξ ⊗Wξdx, (177)

as well as the following estimates, similarly to (172): for all ξ ∈ Λv and all N ∈ N,

‖aξ‖C[(2σq−1 )∧TL ,TL],x
. l−

5
2 δ

1
2

q+1
M

1
2

L
+ γ

1
2

q+1
, ‖aξ‖C[0,TL ],x

. l−
5
2 (ML + qA)

1
2 + γ

1
2

q+1
, (178a)

‖aξ‖CN
[(2σq−1 )∧TL ,TL],x

. l−28N− 5
2 (δ

1
2

q+1
M

1
2

L
+ γ

1
2

q+1
), (178b)

‖aξ‖CN
[0,TL ],x

. l−28N− 5
2 (ML + qA + γq+1)

1
2 . (178c)

Next, we define

χ(t)



= 0 if t ≤ σq+1,

∈ (0, 1) if t ∈ (σq+1, 2σq+1),

= 1 if t ≥ 2σq+1,

such that ‖χ′‖Ct
≤ σ−1

q+1. (179)

We now define all the pieces of our perturbations:

w
p

q+1
,

∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
aξgξWξ, d

p

q+1
,

∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
aξgξDξ, (180a)

wc
q+1 ,

∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
gξ

(
curl(∇aξ ×Wc

ξ ) + ∇aξ × curl Wc
ξ + aξW̃

c
ξ

)
, (180b)

dc
q+1 ,

∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
gξ

(
curl(∇aξ × Dc

ξ) + ∇aξ × curl Dc
ξ + aξD̃

c
ξ

)
, (180c)

wt
q+1 , −µ−1

∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
PP6=0(a2

ξg
2
ξψ

2
ξ1
φ2
ξξ1), dt

q+1 , −µ−1
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
PP6=0(a2

ξg
2
ξψ

2
ξ1
φ2
ξξ2), (180d)

wo
q+1 , −σ−1

∑

ξ∈Λv

PP6=0

(
hξ

?
T3

Wξ ⊗Wξdx∇a2
ξ

)

− σ−1
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
PP6=0

(
hξ

?
T3

[Wξ ⊗Wξ − Dξ ⊗ Dξ]dx∇a2
ξ

)
, (180e)

do
q+1 , −σ−1

∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
PP6=0

(
hξ

?
T3

[Dξ ⊗Wξ −Wξ ⊗ Dξ]dx∇a2
ξ

)
, (180f)

so that they can be shown to satisfy the following identities (see [52]):

d
p

q+1
⊗ w

p

q+1
− w

p

q+1
⊗ d

p

q+1
+ R̊Θl

=
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
a2
ξg

2
ξP6=0(Dξ ⊗Wξ −Wξ ⊗ Dξ) +

∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
a2
ξ(g

2
ξ − 1)

?
T3

Dξ ⊗Wξ −Wξ ⊗ Dξdx

+

( ∑

ξ,ξ′∈ΛΘ:ξ 6=ξ′
+

∑

ξ∈Λv,ξ′∈ΛΘ

)
aξaξ′gξgξ′(Dξ′ ⊗Wξ −Wξ ⊗ Dξ′ ), (181a)

w
p

q+1
⊗ w

p

q+1
− d

p

q+1
⊗ d

p

q+1
+ R̊v

l

=ρv Id+
∑

ξ∈Λv

a2
ξg

2
ξP6=0(Wξ ⊗Wξ) +

∑

ξ∈ΛΘ

a2
ξg

2
ξP6=0(Wξ ⊗Wξ − Dξ ⊗ Dξ)
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+
∑

ξ∈Λv

a2
ξ

(
g2
ξ − 1

)?
T3

Wξ ⊗Wξdx +
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
a2
ξ

(
g2
ξ − 1

)?
T3

Wξ ⊗Wξ − Dξ ⊗ Dξdx

+
∑

ξ,ξ′∈Λv∪ΛΘ:ξ 6=ξ′
aξaξ′gξgξ′Wξ ⊗Wξ′ −

∑

ξ,ξ′∈ΛΘ:ξ 6=ξ′
aξaξ′gξgξ′Dξ ⊗ Dξ′ , (181b)

w
p

q+1
+ wc

q+1 = curl curl

( ∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
aξgξW

c
ξ

)
, d

p

q+1
+ dc

q+1 = curl curl

( ∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
aξgξD

c
ξ

)
, (181c)

∂tw
t
q+1 +

∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
P6=0

(
a2
ξg

2
ξ div(Wξ ⊗Wξ)

)

=(∇∆−1 div)µ−1
∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
P6=0∂t

(
a2
ξg

2
ξψ

2
ξ1
φ2
ξξ1

)
− µ−1

∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
P6=0

(
∂t(a

2
ξg

2
ξ)ψ

2
ξ1
φ2
ξξ1

)
, (181d)

∂td
t
q+1 +

∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
P6=0

(
a2
ξg

2
ξ div(Dξ ⊗Wξ −Wξ ⊗ Dξ)

)

=(∇∆−1 div)µ−1
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
P6=0∂t

(
a2
ξg

2
ξψ

2
ξ1
φ2
ξξ2

)
− µ−1

∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
P6=0

(
∂t(a

2
ξg

2
ξ)ψ

2
ξ1
φ2
ξξ2

)
, (181e)

∂tw
o
q+1 +

∑

ξ∈Λv

P6=

(
(g2
ξ − 1)

?
T3

Wξ ⊗Wξdx∇(a2
ξ)

)

+
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
P6=0

(
(g2
ξ − 1)

?
T3

Wξ ⊗Wξ − Dξ ⊗ Dξdx∇(a2
ξ)

)

=(∇∆−1 div)σ−1
∑

ξ∈Λv

P6=0∂t

(
hξ

?
T3

Wξ ⊗Wξdx∇(a2
ξ)

)

+ (∇∆−1 div)σ−1
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
P6=0∂t

(
hξ

?
T3

[Wξ ⊗Wξ − Dξ ⊗ Dξ]dx∇(a2
ξ)

)

− σ−1
∑

ξ∈Λv

P6=0

(
hξ

?
T3

Wξ ⊗Wξdx∂t∇(a2
ξ)

)

− σ−1
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
P6=0

(
hξ

?
T3

[Wξ ⊗Wξ − Dξ ⊗ Dξ]dx∂t∇(a2
ξ)

)
, (181f)

∂td
o
q+1 +

∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
P6=0

(
(g2
ξ − 1)

?
T3

[Dξ ⊗Wξ −Wξ ⊗ Dξ]dx∇(a2
ξ)

)

=(∇∆−1 div)σ−1
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
P6=0∂t

(
hξ

?
T3

[Dξ ⊗Wξ −Wξ ⊗ Dξ]dx∇(a2
ξ)

)

− σ−1
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
P6=0

(
hξ

?
T3

Dξ ⊗Wξ −Wξ ⊗ Dξdx∂t∇(a2
ξ)

)
. (181g)

Then we define, with χ from (179),

w̃
p

q+1
, w

p

q+1
χ, w̃c

q+1 , wc
q+1χ, w̃t

q+1 , wt
q+1χ

2, w̃o
q+1 , wo

q+1χ
2, (182a)

d̃
p

q+1
, d

p

q+1
χ, d̃c

q+1 , dc
q+1χ, d̃t

q+1 , dt
q+1χ

2, d̃o
q+1 , do

q+1χ
2, (182b)

and finally

wq+1 , w̃
p

q+1
+ w̃c

q+1 + w̃t
q+1 + w̃o

q+1, vq+1 , vl + wq+1, (183a)
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dq+1 , d̃
p

q+1
+ d̃c

q+1 + d̃t
q+1 + d̃o

q+1, Θq+1 , Θl + dq+1. (183b)

5.1.1. Case t ∈ ((2σq−1) ∧ TL, TL]. If TL ≤ 2σq−1, then there is nothing to prove and thus

we assume that 2σq−1 < TL which implies that χ(t) = 1 on (2σq−1, TL]. We first deduce

the following estimates using Lemma A.7 similarly to previous works (e.g. [57, Equations

(5.24)-(5.27)]): for all t ∈ (2σq−1, TL], all ρ ∈ (1,∞), and all N ∈ N,

‖wp

q+1
(t)‖Lρx .

∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|(l−

5
2 δ

1
2

q+1
M

1
2

L
+ γ

1
2

q+1
)r

1
ρ
− 1

2

⊥ r
1
ρ
− 1

2

‖ , (184a)

‖dp

q+1
(t)‖Lρx .

∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|(l−

5
2 δ

1
2

q+1
M

1
2

L
)r

1
ρ
− 1

2

⊥ r
1
ρ
− 1

2

‖ , (184b)

‖∇Nw
p

q+1
(t)‖Lρx .

∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|l−

5
2 (δ

1
2

q+1
M

1
2

L
+ γ

1
2

q+1
)r

1
ρ
− 1

2

⊥ r
1
ρ
− 1

2

‖ λN
q+1, (184c)

‖∇Nd
p

q+1
(t)‖Lρx .

∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|l−

5
2 (δ

1
2

q+1
M

1
2

L
)r

1
ρ
− 1

2

⊥ r
1
ρ
− 1

2

‖ λN
q+1, (184d)

‖wc
q+1(t)‖Lρx .

∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|l−

5
2 (δ

1
2

q+1
M

1
2

L
+ γ

1
2

q+1
)r

1
ρ
+ 1

2

⊥ r
1
ρ
− 3

2

‖ , (184e)

‖dc
q+1(t)‖Lρx .

∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|l−

5
2 δ

1
2

q+1
M

1
2

L
r

1
ρ
+ 1

2

⊥ r
1
ρ
− 3

2

‖ , (184f)

‖∇Nwc
q+1(t)‖Lρx .

∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|l−

5
2 (δ

1
2

q+1
M

1
2

L
+ γ

1
2

q+1
)r

1
ρ
+ 1

2

⊥ r
1
ρ
− 3

2

‖ λN
q+1, (184g)

‖∇Ndc
q+1(t)‖Lρx .

∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|l−

5
2 (δ

1
2

q+1
M

1
2

L
)r

1
ρ
+ 1

2

⊥ r
1
ρ
− 3

2

‖ λN
q+1, (184h)

‖wt
q+1(t)‖Lρx . µ

−1
∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|2(l−5δq+1ML + γq+1)r

1
ρ
−1

‖ r
1
ρ
−1

⊥ , (184i)

‖dt
q+1(t)‖Lρx . µ

−1
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|2l−5δq+1MLr

1
ρ
−1

‖ r
1
ρ
−1

⊥ , (184j)

‖∇Nwt
q+1(t)‖Lρx . µ

−1
∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|2l−5[δq+1ML + γq+1]r

1
ρ
−1

‖ r
1
ρ
−1

⊥ λN
q+1, (184k)

‖∇Ndt
q+1(t)‖Lρx . µ

−1
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|2l−5δq+1MLr

1
ρ
−1

‖ r
1
ρ
−1

⊥ λN
q+1, (184l)

‖wo
q+1(t)‖Lρx . σ

−1l−33(δq+1ML + γq+1), (184m)

‖do
q+1(t)‖Lρx . σ

−1l−20δq+1ML, (184n)

‖∇Nwo
q+1(t)‖Lρx . σ

−1l−28N−33(δq+1ML + γq+1), (184o)

‖∇Ndo
q+1(t)‖Lρx . σ

−1l−15N−20δq+1ML. (184p)

Over the whole temporal domain [0, TL], we obtain the following estimates: for all N ∈ N,

‖wp

q+1
‖CN

[0,TL ],x
+ ‖dp

q+1
‖CN

[0,TL ],x
+ ‖wc

q+1‖CN
[0,TL ],x

+ ‖dc
q+1‖CN

[0,TL ],x
≪ λ

5N
2
+ 3

2

q+1
, (185a)

‖wt
q+1‖CN

[0,TL ],x
+ ‖dt

q+1‖CN
[0,TL ],x

≪ λ
5N
2
+ 5

2

q+1
, ‖wo

q+1‖CN
[0,TL ],x

+ ‖do
q+1‖CN

[0,TL ],x
≪ λ

(1−4ǫ)N

q+1
. (185b)
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Next, using the improved Hölder’s inequality (e.g. [13, Proposition 3]), we can estimate

‖w̃p

q+1
(t)‖L2

x
.

∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|(‖ρv(t)‖

1
2

L1
x

+ δ
1
2

q+1
M

1
2

L
+ γ

1
2

q+1
). (186)

We recall that 2σq−1 < TL by assumption, choose n1, n2 ∈ N such that n1−1
σ

< 2σq−1 ≤
n1

σ
,

n2−1
σ
≤ TL <

n2

σ
, define ρv(t) ≡ ρv(TL) for all t ∈ (TL,

n2

σ
], and estimate

∥∥∥∥∥gξ‖ρv‖
1
2

L1
x

∥∥∥∥∥
L2

[2σq−1 ,TL ]

. ‖gξ‖L2([
n1−1

σ
,

n1
σ

])
‖ρv‖

1
2

C[0,TL ],x

+ ‖gξ‖L2([
n1
σ
,

n2
σ

])‖ρv‖L1

[
n1
σ ,

n2
σ ],x

+ σ−
1
2 ‖gξ‖L2([0,1])

∥∥∥∥∥‖ρv‖
1
2

L1
x

∥∥∥∥∥
C0,1([

n1
σ
,

n2
σ

])

(
TL +

1

σ
− 2σq−1

) 1
2

. (δ
1
2

q+1
M

1
2

L
+ γ

1
2

q+1
)

(
TL +

1

σ
− 2σq−1

) 1
2

. (187)

Thus, taking L2([2σq−1, TL])-norm over integrating (186), relying on (187) and (273a), we

are able to deduce for M0 ≫ 1 sufficiently large,

‖w̃p

q+1
‖L2

[2σq−1 ,TL ],x
≤ 1

2
M0(δ

1
2

q+1
M

1
2

L
+ γ

1
2

q+1
)(M

1
2

L
− 2σq−1)

1
2 ; (188)

an analogous upper bound without the addition of γ
1
2

q+1
in the first parenthesis holds for

‖d̃p

q+1
‖L2

[2σq−1 ,TL ],x
.

5.1.2. Case t ∈ (σq+1 ∧ TL, TL]. If σq+1 ≥ TL, then there is nothing to prove and thus we

assume that σq+1 < TL. Therefore, χ(t) ∈ (0, 1] according to (179). We can estimate for all

t ∈ (σq+1, TL], using the improved Hölder’s inequality (e.g. [13, Proposition 3]) again,

‖w̃p

q+1
(t)‖L2

x
.

∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|

[
‖ρΘ(t)‖

1
2

L1
x

+ ‖ρv(t)‖
1
2

L1
x

+ (ML + qA)
1
2 + γ

1
2

q+1

]
. (189)

Consequently, similarly to the derivation of (188), for n3, n4 ∈ N such that n3−1
σ

< σq+1 ≤
n3

σ
, n4−1

σ
< (2σq−1) ∧ TL ≤ n4

σ
, for M0 ≫ 1 sufficiently large,

‖w̃p

q+1
‖L2

[σq+1 ,(2σq−1)∧TL ],x

(273a)
.

(
(ML + qA)

1
2 + γ

1
2

q+1

)[
(2σq−1) ∧ TL +

2

σ
− σq+1

] 1
2

+

( ∫ n4
σ

n3−1

σ

‖ρv‖L1
x
+ ‖ρΘ‖L1

x
dt

) 1
2

+ σ−
1
2

[
(2σq−1) ∧ TL +

2

σ
− σq+1

] 1
2

l−
41
2 (ML + qA + γq+1)

≤ 1

2
M0

(
(ML + qA)

1
2 + γ

1
2

q+1

)
(2σq−1)

1
2 ; (190)

an identical upper bound holds for ‖d̃p

q+1
‖L2

[σq+1 ,(2σq−1)∧TL],x
.

5.1.3. Verifications of (153a), (153b), (153c). We apply (188) and (190) together to con-

clude

‖w̃p

q+1
‖L2

[σq+1∧TL ,TL ],x
.

(
(ML + qA)

1
2 + γ

1
2

q+1

)
M

1
4

L
, (191)

and the same upper bound holds for ‖d̃p

q+1
‖L2

[σq+1∧TL ,TL ],x
. Next, for t ∈ (σq+1, TL], we can get

the same estimates by same derivations of (184): for all ρ ∈ (1,∞), and all N ∈ N,

‖wp

q+1
(t)‖Lρx .

∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ

|gξ(t)|(l−
5
2 [ML + qA]

1
2 + γ

1
2

q+1
)r

1
ρ
− 1

2

⊥ r
1
ρ
− 1

2

‖ , (192a)
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‖dp

q+1
(t)‖Lρx .

∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|(l−

5
2 [ML + qA]

1
2 )r

1
ρ
− 1

2

⊥ r
1
ρ
− 1

2

‖ , (192b)

‖∇Nw
p

q+1
(t)‖Lρx .

∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|l−

5
2 ([ML + qA]

1
2 + γ

1
2

q+1
)r

1
ρ
− 1

2

⊥ r
1
ρ
− 1

2

‖ λN
q+1, (192c)

‖∇Nd
p

q+1
(t)‖Lρx .

∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|l−

5
2 [ML + qA]

1
2 r

1
ρ
− 1

2

⊥ r
1
ρ
− 1

2

‖ λN
q+1, (192d)

‖wc
q+1(t)‖Lρx .

∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|l−

5
2 ([ML + qA]

1
2 + γ

1
2

q+1
)r

1
ρ
+ 1

2

⊥ r
1
ρ
− 3

2

‖ , (192e)

‖dc
q+1(t)‖Lρx .

∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|l−

5
2 [ML + qA]

1
2 r

1
ρ
+ 1

2

⊥ r
1
ρ
− 3

2

‖ , (192f)

‖∇Nwc
q+1(t)‖Lρx .

∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|l−

5
2 ([ML + qA]

1
2 + γ

1
2

q+1
)r

1
ρ
+ 1

2

⊥ r
1
ρ
− 3

2

‖ λN
q+1, (192g)

‖∇Ndc
q+1(t)‖Lρx .

∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|l−

5
2 ([ML + qA]

1
2 )r

1
ρ
+ 1

2

⊥ r
1
ρ
− 3

2

‖ λN
q+1, (192h)

‖wt
q+1(t)‖Lρx . µ

−1
∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|2l−5(ML + qA + γq+1)r

1
ρ
−1

‖ r
1
ρ
−1

⊥ , (192i)

‖dt
q+1(t)‖Lρx . µ

−1
∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|2l−5(ML + qA)r

1
ρ
−1

‖ r
1
ρ
−1

⊥ , (192j)

‖∇Nwt
q+1(t)‖Lρx . µ

−1
∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|2l−5(ML + qA + γq+1)r

1
ρ
−1

‖ r
1
ρ
−1

⊥ λN
q+1, (192k)

‖∇Ndt
q+1(t)‖Lρx . µ

−1
∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|2l−5(ML + qA)r

1
ρ
−1

‖ r
1
ρ
−1

⊥ λN
q+1, (192l)

‖wo
q+1(t)‖Lρx . σ

−1l−33(ML + qA + γq+1), (192m)

‖do
q+1(t)‖Lρx . σ

−1l−20(ML + qA), (192n)

‖∇Nwo
q+1(t)‖Lρx . σ

−1l−28N−33(ML + qA + γq+1), (192o)

‖∇Ndo
q+1(t)‖Lρx . σ

−1l−15N−20(ML + qA). (192p)

Next, for all t ∈ ((2σq−1 ∧ TL, TL], we can rely on (184) to deduce

‖w̃c
q+1(t) + w̃t

q+1(t) + w̃o
q+1(t)‖L2

x
+ ‖d̃c

q+1(t) + d̃t
q+1(t) + d̃o

q+1(t)‖L2
x

.
∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
(δ

1
2

q+1
M

1
2

L
+ γ

1
2

q+1
)[l−

5
2 λ−4ǫ

q+1|gξ(t)| + l−
11
2 λ
− 1

2
+2ǫ

q+1
|gξ(t)|2 + l−

67
2 λ−2ǫ

q+1]. (193)

Taking L2([(2σq−1) ∧ TL, TL])-norm on (193) and applying (275), (273a), and (273b) lead

us to, for M0 ≫ 1,

‖w̃c
q+1 + w̃t

q+1 + w̃o
q+1‖L2

[(2σq−1)∧TL ,TL],x
+ ‖d̃c

q+1 + d̃t
q+1 + d̃o

q+1‖L2
[(2σq−1)∧TL ,TL],x

(194)

.(δ
1
2

q+1
M

1
2

L
+ γ

1
2

q+1
)

(
TL − (2σq−1) ∧ TL +

2

σ

) 1
2

l−
11
2 λ−ǫq+1 ≤

M0

4
(M

1
2

L
δ

1
2

q+1
+ γ

1
2

q+1
)(M

1
2

L
− 2σq−1)

1
2 .

Similarly, we can derive

‖w̃c
q+1 + w̃t

q+1 + w̃o
q+1‖L2

(σq+1∧TL ,(2σq−1)∧TL],x
+ ‖d̃c

q+1 + d̃t
q+1 + d̃o

q+1‖L2
(σq+1∧TL ,(2σq−1)∧TL],x
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.(ML + qA + γq+1)
1
2

(
l−

5
2 λ−4ǫ

q+1

( ∫ (2σq−1)∧TL

σq+1∧TL

|gξ(t)|2dt

) 1
2

+ l−
11
2 λ
− 1

2
+2ǫ

q+1

( ∫ (2σq−1)∧TL

σq+1∧TL

|gξ(t)|4dt

) 1
2

+ l−
67
2 λ−2ǫ

q+1

( ∫ (2σq−1)∧TL

σq+1∧TL

|hξ(t)|2dt

) 1
2
)

≤M0

4

(
(ML + qA)

1
2 + γ

1
2

q+1

)
(2σq−1)

1
2 . (195)

Thus, we are now able to conclude by applying (188) and (194) to (183a),

‖wq+1‖L2
[(2σq−1 )∧TL ,TL ],x

≤ 3

4
M0(M

1
2

L
δ

1
2

q+1
+ γ

1
2

q+1
)(M

1
2

L
− 2σq−1)

1
2 ; (196)

an identical bound holds for ‖dq+1‖L2
[(2σq−1 )∧TL ,TL ],x

. Next, by applying (190) and (195) to

(183a), we deduce

‖wq+1‖L2
[σq+1∧TL ,(2σq−1 )∧TL],x

≤ 3

4
M0

(
(ML + qA)

1
2 + γ

1
2

q+1

)
(2σq−1)

1
2 ; (197)

the same bound applies for ‖dq+1‖L2
[σq+1∧TL ,(2σq−1)∧TL],x

. We can now verify (153a) using (183a),

(196), and (151d),

‖vq+1 − vq‖L2
((2σq−1)∧TL ,TL ],x

≤ M0(M
1
2

L
δ

1
2

q+1
+ γ

1
2

q+1
)(M

1
2

L
− 2σq−1)

1
2 ; (198)

and identical upper bound holds for ‖Θq+1 − Θq‖L2
((2σq−1 )∧TL ,TL],x

. We also verify (153b) via

(197) and (151d):

‖vq+1 − vq‖L2
[σq+1∧TL ,(2σq−1)∧TL],x

≤ M0

(
(ML + qA)

1
2 + γ

1
2

q+1

)
(2σq−1)

1
2 ;

the same upper bound holds for ‖Θq+1 − Θq‖L2
[σq+1∧TL ,(2σq−1)∧TL],x

. Finally, for t ∈ [tq+1, σq+1 ∧
TL], we have χ(t) = 0 due to (179). Therefore, wq+1 ≡ dq+1 ≡ 0 due to (183). By (151c) we

have vq ≡ Θq ≡ 0 on [tq, σq ∧ TL]. Because 2l ≪ δq+1, it follows that on [tq+1, σq+1 ∧ TL]

vl ≡ Θl ≡ 0 and hence vq+1 ≡ Θq+1 ≡ 0 which verifies (153c).

5.2. Verifications of (151a)-(151b) at level q + 1. As a consequence of (153a), (153b),

and (153c) that we already verified, we see that

‖vq+1 − vq‖L2
[0,TL ],x

≤ M0(ML + qA)
1
2 (2σq−1)

1
2 + M0M

3
4

L
δ

1
2

q+1
+ M0γ

1
2

q+1

√
2M

1
4

L
. (199)

Consequently,

‖vq+1‖L2
[0,TL ],x

≤M0

(
M

3
4

L

q+1∑

r=1

δ
1
2
r +
√

2M
1
4

L

q+1∑

r=1

γ
1
2
r

)
+
√

2M0(ML + A)
1
2

q∑

r=1

(rσr−1)
1
2

≤M0

(
M

3
4

L
+
√

2M
1
4

L
(K

1
2 + 1) + 17(ML + A)

1
2

)
,

which verifies (151a)-(151b) at level q+ 1 as the same upper bound holds for ‖Θq+1‖L2
[0,TL ],x

.

5.3. Verification of (153d) and (151e) at level q + 1. For all m ∈ (1,∞), (192a), (192e),

(192i), and (192m) give us

‖wq+1‖C[0,TL ]L
m
x
. λ

3
2
−7ǫ+ 8ǫ−2

m

q+1
l−3 + λ−2ǫ

q+1l−34. (200)

Consequently, we are able to verify (153d): using (183a) and (200),

‖vq+1− vq‖C[0,TL ]L
p
x
. λ

3
2
−7ǫ+ 8ǫ−2

m

q+1
l−3+λ−2ǫ

q+1l−34+ ‖vl− vq‖C[0,TL ],x
≤ M

1
2

L
λ
− ǫ

112

q+1
≤ M

1
2

L
δ

1
2

q+1
; (201)
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the same upper bound applies for ‖Θq+1 − Θq‖C
[0,TL ]L

p
x

. In turn, (153d) now leads to (151e)

at level q + 1, specifically, together with (144),

‖vq+1‖C[0,TL ]L
p
x
≤ ‖vq+1 − vq‖C[0,TL ]L

p
x
+ ‖vq‖C[0,TL ]L

p
x
≤ M

1
2

L

q+1∑

r=1

δ
1
2
r ≤ M

1
2

L
,

and the same upper bound holds for ‖Θq+1‖C[0,TL ]L
p
x
. Next, upon estimating ‖vq+1‖C1

[0,TL ],x
and

‖Θq+1‖C1
[0,TL ],x

, when the temporal derivative ∂t falls on χ, we know ‖χ′‖Ct
≤ σ−1

q+1
= δ−1

q+1
.

l−1 due to (179) and (150) which will not create any significant problems. Therefore,

applying (185) to (183a) immediately leads us to

‖vq+1‖C1
[tq+1 ,TL],x

+ ‖Θq+1‖C1
[tq+1 ,TL ],x

= ‖wq+1 + vl‖C1
[0,TL ],x

+ ‖dq+1 + Θl‖C1
[0,TL ],x

≤ λ7
q+1 M

1
2

L
,

verifying (151d) at level q + 1.

5.4. Verification of (154). For t ∈ (2 ∧ TL, TL], we have χ(t) = 1 due to (179) and∣∣∣∣∣(‖vq+1‖2L2
[2∧TL ,TL],x

− ‖Θq+1‖2L2
[2∧TL ,TL ],x

)−(‖vq‖2L2
[2∧TL ,TL ],x

− ‖Θq‖2L2
[2∧TL ,TL],x

)

− 3γq+1(TL − 2 ∧ TL)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
6∑

k=1

IIk, (202)

where

II1 ,

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ TL

2∧TL

∫

T3

|wp

q+1
|2 − |dp

q+1
|2dxdt − 3γq+1(TL − 2 ∧ TL)

∣∣∣∣∣, (203a)

II2 ,2‖wp

q+1
· (wc

q+1 + wt
q+1 + wo

q+1)‖L1
[2∧TL ,TL ],x

+ 2‖(wc
q+1 + wt

q+1 + wo
q+1) · vl‖L1

[2∧TL ,TL],x
, (203b)

II3 ,2‖dp

q+1
· (dc

q+1 + dt
q+1 + do

q+1)‖L1
[2∧TL ,TL ],x

+ 2‖(dc
q+1 + dt

q+1 + do
q+1) · Θl‖L1

[2∧TL ,TL],x
, (203c)

II4 ,‖wc
q+1 + wt

q+1 + wo
q+1‖2L2

[2∧TL ,TL ],x

+ ‖dc
q+1 + dt

q+1 + do
q+1‖2L2

[2∧TL ,TL ],x

, (203d)

II5 ,2‖wp

q+1
· vl‖L1

[2∧TL ,TL ],x
+ 2‖dp

q+1
· Θl‖L1

[2∧TL ,TL],x
, (203e)

II6 ,

∣∣∣∣∣‖vl‖2L2
[2∧TL ,TL],x

− ‖vq‖2L2
[2∧TL ,TL ],x

∣∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣∣‖Θl‖2L2

[2∧TL ,TL],x

− ‖Θq‖2L2
[2∧TL ,TL ],x

∣∣∣∣∣. (203f)

Concerning II1, using (175) and (181b), we can estimate

II1 ≤
6∑

k=1

II1,k (204)

where

II1,1 , 3ǫ−1
v lTL, II1,2 , 3ǫ−1

v

(
‖R̊v

l ‖L1
(2∧TL ,TL],x

+ ‖G̊Θ‖L1
(2∧TL ,TL ],x

)
, (205a)

II1,3 ,
∑

ξ∈Λv

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ TL

2∧TL

∫

T3

a2
ξg

2
ξP6=0|Wξ |2dxdt

∣∣∣∣∣, (205b)

II1,4 ,
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ TL

2∧TL

∫

T3

a2
ξg

2
ξP6=0(|Wξ|2 − |Dξ |2)dxdt

∣∣∣∣∣, (205c)

II1,5 ,
∑

ξ∈Λv

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ TL

2∧TL

(g2
ξ − 1)‖aξ‖2L2

x
dt

∣∣∣∣∣, (205d)
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II1,6 ,
∑

ξ,ξ′∈Λv∪ΛΘ:ξ 6=ξ′

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ TL

2∧TL

∫

T3

aξaξ′gξgξ′Wξ ·Wξ′dxdt

∣∣∣∣∣

+
∑

ξ,ξ′∈ΛΘ:ξ 6=ξ′

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ TL

2∧TL

∫

T3

aξaξ′gξgξ′Dξ · Dξ′dxdt

∣∣∣∣∣. (205e)

We can estimate by relying on (152a) and (268),

II1,1 ≪ MLδq+1, II1,2 ≤ 3ǫ−1
v δq+1ML + 7ǫ−1

v ǫ−1
Θ

∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
‖γξ‖C(BǫΘ

(0))δq+1ML. (206)

Next, for N > 1
ǫ
[1 − ǫ

112
(442− 3

28
)], using the fact that Wξ is (T/λq+1r⊥)3-periodic leads to

II1,3 ≤
∑

ξ∈Λv

‖gξ‖2L2
[2∧TL ,TL]

sup
t∈[2∧TL ,TL]

∣∣∣∣∣
∫

T3

(−∆)
N
2 a2

ξ(t)(−∆)−
N
2 P6=0|Wξ(t)|2dx

∣∣∣∣∣≪ δq+1ML; (207)

similar computations with N > 7
13ǫ

[1 − ǫ
112

(442 − 3
28

)] also shows that II1,4 ≪ δq+1ML.

Next, we find n1, n2 ∈ N0 such that n1

σ
< 2 ∧ TL ≤ n1+1

σ
, n2

σ
≤ TL < n2+1

σ
, define

aξ(t) = aξ(TL) for all t ∈ [TL,
n2+1
σ

], observe that g2
ξ
− 1 is mean-zero so that we can

estimate using (277),

II1,5 ≤
∑

ξ∈Λv

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ n2

σ

n1+1

σ

(g2
ξ − 1)‖aξ‖2L2

x
dt

∣∣∣∣∣ +
( ∫ n1+1

σ

2∧TL

+

∫ TL

n2
σ

)
(g2
ξ + 1)‖aξ‖2L2

x
dt ≪ MLδq+1. (208)

Next, using (266), (267), (273a), and (272) leads to

II1,6 .
∑

ξ,ξ′∈Λv∪ΛΘ:ξ 6=ξ′
‖aξ‖C[2∧TL ,TL ],x

‖aξ′‖C[2∧TL ,TL ],x

× ‖gξ‖L2
[2∧TL ,TL]

‖gξ′‖L2
[2∧TL ,TL]

‖ψξ1
φξψξ′

1
φξ′‖C[2∧TL ,TL ]L

1
x
≪ MLδq+1. (209)

Considering (206), (207), (208), and (209) to (204) allows us to conclude that for any ι > 0,

II1 ≤ ιMLδq+1 + 3ǫ−1
v δq+1ML + 7ǫ−1

v ǫ−1
Θ

∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
‖γξ‖C(BǫΘ

(0))δq+1ML. (210)

Next, we rely on (151b), (188), and (194) to deduce

II2 . [‖vq‖L2
(2∧TL ,TL ],x

+ ‖wp

q+1
‖L2

((2σq−1 )∧TL ,TL ],x
]‖wc

q+1 +wt
q+1 + wo

q+1‖L2
((2∧TL ),TL],x

≪ MLδq+1; (211)

the same bound can be deduced essentially identically for II3 while applying (194) to II4

immediately gives the same bound. Next, using (184a),(184b), (151d), and (273a), we

estimate from (203e)

II5 .

[ ∫ TL

2∧TL

|gξ(t)|dtl−
5
2 (δ

1
2

q+1
M

1
2

L
+ γ

1
2

q+1
)r

1
2

⊥r
1
2

‖

]
λ7

qM
1
2

L
≪ δq+1ML. (212)

Finally, relying on (151b) and (151d) gives us

II6 . ‖vl − vq‖L∞
(2∧TL ,TL ],x

‖vq‖L2
(tq ,TL ],x

+ ‖Θl − Θq‖L∞
(2∧TL ,TL ],x

‖Θq‖L2
(tq ,TL ],x

≪ δq+1ML. (213)

Considering (210), (211), (212), and (213) into (202) allows us to verify (154).
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5.5. Decomposition of the Reynolds and magnetic Reynolds stress. The following de-

composition relies on (181) and differs from [52] due to stochastic terms and temporal

cutoff χ; on the other hand, it differs from [57] due to coupling with Maxwell’s equation:

R̊Θq+1 = RΘlin + RΘcor + RΘosc + RΘcom1 + RΘcom2 + RΘstoc (214)

where, besides RΘ
com1

already defined in (168), with RΘ from Lemma A.1,

RΘlin , RΘ
(
∂t(d̃

p

q+1
+ d̃c

q+1)
)
+ RΘ(−∆)m2dq+1

+ dq+1 ⊗ vl − vl ⊗ dq+1 + Θl ⊗ wq+1 − wq+1 ⊗ Θl, (215a)

RΘcor , RΘP div

(
d̃

p

q+1
⊗ (w̃c

q+1 + w̃t
q+1 + w̃o

q+1) − (w̃c
q+1 + w̃t

q+1 + w̃o
q+1) ⊗ dq+1

+ (d̃c
q+1 + d̃t

q+1 + d̃o
q+1) ⊗ wq+1 − w̃

p

q+1
⊗ (d̃c

q+1 + d̃t
q+1 + d̃o

q+1)

)
, (215b)

RΘosc ,

4∑

k=1

RΘosc,k + RΘ
(
(χ2)′(dt

q+1 + do
q+1)

)
+

(
R̊Θl (1 − χ2)

)
, (215c)

RΘcom2 , Θl ⊗ vl − Θq ⊗ vq + vq ⊗ Θq − vl ⊗ Θl, (215d)

RΘstoc , RΘP div

(
[Θq+1 − Θq] ⊗ zin

1 + [vq − vq+1] ⊗ zin
2 + Θq+1 ⊗ z1,q+1 − Θq ⊗ z1,q

+ zin
2 ⊗ [vq+1 − vq] + z2,q+1 ⊗ vq+1 − z2,q ⊗ vq − vq+1 ⊗ z2,q+1 + vq ⊗ z2,q

+ [z2,q+1 − z2,q] ⊗ zin
1 + z2,q+1 ⊗ z1,q+1 − z2,q ⊗ z1,q + zin

2 ⊗ [z1,q+1 − z1,q]

+ z1,q ⊗ Θq − z1,q+1 ⊗ Θq+1 + [z1,q − z1,q+1] ⊗ zin
2

+ zin
1 ⊗ [Θq − Θq+1] + zin

1 ⊗ [z2,q − z2,q+1] + z1,q ⊗ z2,q − z1,q+1 ⊗ z2,q+1

)
, (215e)

RΘosc,1 , χ
2
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
RΘPP6=0

(
g2
ξP6=0(Dξ ⊗Wξ −Wξ ⊗ Dξ)∇(a2

ξ)

)
, (216a)

RΘosc,2 , −χ2µ−1
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
RΘPP6=0

(
∂t(a

2
ξg

2
ξ)ψ

2
ξ1
φ2
ξξ2

)
, (216b)

RΘosc,3 , −χ2σ−1
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
RΘPP6=0

(
hξ

?
T3

Dξ ⊗Wξ −Wξ ⊗ Dξdx∂t∇(a2
ξ)

)
, (216c)

RΘosc,4 , χ
2
( ∑

ξ,ξ′∈ΛΘ:ξ 6=ξ′
+

∑

ξ∈Λv ,ξ′∈ΛΘ

)
RΘP div

(
aξaξ′gξgξ′(Dξ′ ⊗Wξ −Wξ ⊗ Dξ′ )

)
. (216d)

Similarly, with appropriate pressure terms that we refrain from writing details as they will

not play significant roles in our proof (see [52, 57]), we decompose

R̊v
q+1 = Rv

lin + Rv
cor + Rv

osc + Rv
com1 + Rv

com2 + Rv
stoc (217)

where, besides Rv
com1

already defined in (168), with R from Lemma A.1,

Rv
lin , R

(
∂t(w̃

p

q+1
+ w̃c

q+1)
)
+ R(−∆)m1 wq+1

+ vl⊗̊wq+1 + wq+1⊗̊vl − Θl⊗̊dq+1 − dq+1⊗̊Θl, (218a)

Rv
cor , RP div

(
(w̃c

q+1 + w̃t
q+1 + w̃o

q+1)⊗̊wq+1 + w̃
p

q+1
⊗̊(w̃c

q+1 + w̃t
q+1 + w̃o

q+1)

− (d̃c
q+1 + d̃t

q+1 + d̃o
q+1)⊗̊dq+1 − d̃

p

q+1
⊗̊(d̃c

q+1 + d̃t
q+1 + d̃o

q+1)

)
, (218b)
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Rv
osc ,

4∑

k=1

Rv
osc,k + R

(
(χ2)′(wt

q+1 + wo
q+1)

)
+ R̊v

l (1 − χ2), (218c)

Rv
com2 , vl⊗̊vl − vq⊗̊vq + Θq⊗̊Θq − Θl⊗̊Θl, (218d)

Rv
stoc , RP div

(
[vq+1 − vq]⊗̊zin

1 + [Θq − Θq+1]⊗̊zin
2 + vq+1⊗̊z1,q+1 − vq⊗̊z1,q

+ zin
2 ⊗̊[Θq − Θq+1] + z1,q+1⊗̊vq+1 − z1,q⊗̊vq − Θq+1⊗̊z2,q+1 + Θq⊗̊z2,q

+ [z1,q+1 − z1,q]⊗̊zin
1 + z1,q+1⊗̊z1,q+1 − z1,q⊗̊z1,q + zin

2 ⊗̊[z2,q − z2,q+1]

+ z2,q⊗̊Θq − z2,q+1⊗̊Θq+1 + [z2,q − z2,q+1]⊗̊zin
2

+ zin
1 ⊗̊[vq+1 − vq] + zin

1 ⊗̊[z1,q+1 − z1,q] − z2,q+1⊗̊z2,q+1 + z2,q⊗̊z2,q

)
, (218e)

Rv
osc,1 , χ

2
∑

ξ∈Λv

RP6=0

(
g2
ξP6=0(Wξ ⊗Wξ)∇(a2

ξ)

)

+ χ2
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
RP6=0

(
g2
ξP6=0(Wξ ⊗Wξ − Dξ ⊗ Dξ)∇(a2

ξ)

)
, (219a)

Rv
osc,2 , −χ2µ−1

∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
RP6=0

(
∂t(a

2
ξg

2
ξ)ψ

2
ξ1
φ2
ξξ1

)
, (219b)

Rv
osc,3 , −χ2σ−1

∑

ξ∈Λv

RP6=0

(
hξ

?
T3

Wξ ⊗Wξdx∂t∇(a2
ξ)

)

− χ2σ−1
∑

ξ∈ΛΘ
RP6=0

(
hξ

?
T3

Wξ ⊗Wξ − Dξ ⊗ Dξdx∂t∇(a2
ξ)

)
, (219c)

Rv
osc,4 , χ

2
∑

ξ,ξ′∈Λv∪ΛΘ:ξ 6=ξ′
RP div(aξaξ′gξgξ′Wξ ⊗Wξ′ )

− χ2
∑

ξ,ξ′∈ΛΘ:ξ 6=ξ′
RP div

(
aξaξ′gξgξ′Dξ ⊗ Dξ′

)
. (219d)

5.6. Verification of (152a) at level q+ 1. Over [σq ∧ TL, TL], if TL ≤ σq, there is nothing

to prove; thus, we assume that σq < TL. On this interval, χ ≡ 1 due to (179). We estimate

the temporal derivatives within RΘ
lin

and Rv
lin

of (215a) and (218a) for all t ∈ [0, TL],

‖RΘ∂t(d
p

q+1
+ dc

q+1)(t)‖L1
x
+ ‖R∂t(w

p

q+1
+ wc

q+1)(t)‖L1
x

.
∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|l−3λ

5
2
+ 8ǫ−2

p∗ −18ǫ

q+1
+ |∂tgξ(t)|l−3λ

8ǫ−2
p∗ −4ǫ

q+1
. (220)

Integrating (220) over [σq ∧ TL, TL] and making use of (273a) give us

‖RΘ∂t(d̃
p

q+1
+ d̃c

q+1)‖L1
[σq∧TL ,TL ],x

+ ‖R∂t(w̃
p

q+1
+ w̃c

q+1)‖L1
[σq∧TL ,TL ],x

. l−3λ
2+ 8ǫ−2

p∗ −15ǫ

q+1
. (221)

Next, considering (21), we can split wq+1 and dq+1 to four pieces according to (183), rely

on (192) to estimate for all t ∈ (σq+1, TL],

‖R(−∆)m1 wq+1(t)‖
L

p∗
x
+ ‖RΘ(−∆)m2dq+1(t)‖

L
p∗
x

.
∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ

2∑

k=1

|gξ(t)|l−3λ
2mk−4ǫ+ 8ǫ−2

p∗

q+1
+ |gξ(t)|2l−6λ

2mk− 1
2
+ 8ǫ−2

p∗ −2ǫ

q+1
+ λ−2ǫ

q+1l−88. (222)
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Integrating (222) over (σq, TL], we are able to conclude via (273a),

‖R(−∆)m1 wq+1‖L1
(σq ,TL ]

L
p∗
x
+‖RΘ(−∆)m2 dq+1‖L1

(σq∧TL]
L

p∗
x

.

2∑

k=1

l−3λ
2mk− 1

2
+ 8ǫ−2

p∗ −ǫ
q+1

+ MLλ
−2ǫ
q+1l−88. (223)

The remaining term of RΘ
lin

and Rv
lin

of (215a) and (218a) can be estimated as follows: for

t ∈ (σq+1, TL],

‖(vl⊗̊wq+1 + wq+1⊗̊vl − Θl⊗̊dq+1 − dq+1⊗̊Θl)(t)‖Lp∗
x

+ ‖(dq+1 ⊗ vl − vl ⊗ dq+1 + Θl ⊗ wq+1 − wq+1 ⊗ Θl)(t)‖Lp∗
x

.
∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
λ7

qM
1
2

L

(
|gξ(t)|l−3λ

8ǫ−2
p∗ +1−4ǫ

q+1
+ |gξ(t)|2l−6λ

1
2
+ 8ǫ−2

p∗ −2ǫ

q+1
+ l−34λ−2ǫ

q+1]

)
. (224)

Integrating (224) over [σq, TL] now gives us

‖(vl⊗̊wq+1 + wq+1⊗̊vl − Θl⊗̊dq+1 − dq+1⊗̊Θl)‖L1
[σq ,TL ]

L
p∗
x

(225)

+ ‖(dq+1 ⊗ vl − vl ⊗ dq+1 + Θl ⊗ wq+1 − wq+1 ⊗ Θl)‖L1
[σq ,TL ]

L
p∗
x
. MLλ

7
ql−34λ−2ǫ

q+1.

Considering (221), (223), and (225) to (218a) and (215a), we now conclude that

‖Rv
lin‖L1

[σq ,TL ],x
+ ‖RΘlin‖L1

[σq ,TL ],x
≪ MLδq+2. (226)

Next, we estimate the corrector terms using (192): for all t ∈ (σq+1, TL],

‖Rv
cor(t)‖Lp∗

x
+ ‖RΘcor(t)‖Lp∗

x
. [‖wp

q+1
(t)‖L2

x
+ ‖wq+1(t)‖L2

x
+ ‖dp

q+1
(t)‖L2

x
+ ‖dq+1(t)‖L2

x
]

×
∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
[|gξ(t)|l−3r

1
p∗
⊥ r

1
p∗ −2

‖ + |gξ(t)|2l−6µ−1r
1

p∗ −
3
2

‖ r
1
p∗ −

3
2

⊥ + σ−1l−34]. (227)

We integrate (227) over [σq, TL] and use (191), (196), (197), and (273a) to obtain

‖Rv
cor‖L1

[σq ,TL]
L

p∗
x
+ ‖RΘcor‖L1

[σq ,TL]
L

p∗
x
≪ MLδq+2. (228)

Next, we estimate the oscillations errors: first, for t ∈ (σq+1, TL], by relying on (265),

(178), and (172),

‖Rv
osc,1(t)‖

L
p∗
x
+ ‖RΘosc,1(t)‖

L
p∗
x
.

∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|2l−90λ

2−10ǫ+ 8ǫ−2
p∗

q+1
. (229)

Integrating (229) over [σq, TL] and making use of (273a) give us

‖Rv
osc,1‖L1

[σq ,TL ]
L

p∗
x
+ ‖RΘosc,1‖L[σq ,TL ]L

p∗
x
. l−90λ

2−10ǫ+ 8ǫ−2
p∗

q+1
≪ δq+2ML. (230)

Second, for t ∈ (σq+1, TL],

‖Rv
osc,2(t)‖

L
p∗
x
+ ‖RΘosc,2(t)‖

L
p∗
x

.λ
− 3

2
+6ǫ+(−2+8ǫ)( 1

p∗ −1)

q+1

∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ

[
l−34|gξ(t)|2 + l−6|gξ(t)||∂tgξ(t)|

]
. (231)

Integrating (231) over (σq, TL] and making use of (273a) give us

‖R̊v
osc,2‖L1

[σq ,TL ]
L

p∗
x
+ ‖R̊Θosc,2‖L1

[σq ,TL ]
L

p∗
x
. l−6λ

3
2
+ 8ǫ−2

p∗ −6ǫ

q+1
≪ δq+2ML. (232)
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Next, for all t ∈ (σq+1, TL], we can compute using (268),

‖Rv
osc,3(t)‖

L
p∗
x
+ ‖RΘosc,3(t)‖

L
p∗
x
. λ−2ǫ

q+1l−62. (233)

Integrating (233) over (σq, TL], we obtain

‖Rv
osc,3‖L1

[σq ,TL]
L

p∗
x
+ ‖RΘosc,3‖L1

[σq ,TL]
L

p∗
x
≪ MLδq+2. (234)

Next, for all t ∈ (σq+1, TL], relying on (266), (267), (172), (178), and (272) gives us

‖Rv
osc,4(t)‖

L
p∗
x
+ ‖RΘosc,4(t)‖

L
p∗
x
.

∑

ξ,ξ′∈Λv∪ΛΘ :ξ 6=ξ′
|gξgξ′(t)|l−6λ

2−8ǫ+ 14ǫ−3
p∗

q+1
. (235)

Integrating (235) over (σq, TL] and relying on (273a) give us

‖Rv
osc,4‖L1

[σq ,TL]
L

p∗
x
+ ‖RΘosc,4‖L1

[σq ,TL]
L

p∗
x
. l−6λ

2−8ǫ+ 14ǫ−3
p∗

q+1
≪ δq+2ML. (236)

Due to (230), (232), (234), and (236), we conclude that

‖Rv
osc‖L1

[σq ,TL]
L

p∗
x
+ ‖Rv

osc‖L1
[σq ,TL ]

L
p∗
x
≪ δq+2ML. (237)

Next, we can bound for all t ∈ (σq+1, TL], starting from (168)

‖Rv
com1(t)‖

L
p∗
x
+ ‖RΘcom1(t)‖

L
p∗
x

.‖(N̊v
com − N̊v

com ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl)(t)‖Lp∗
x
+ ‖(NΘcom − NΘcom ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl)(t)‖Lp∗

x

.lλ7
qML + l

(
λ7

q ML[δ
−[ 3

m1

2−p

4p
+1]

q+1
+ δ
−[ 3

m1

2−p

4p
+ 1

2m1
]

q+1
]

)

+ MLλ
7
ql

1
2
−2δ + lML

(
δ
−[ 3

m1

2−p

4p
+ 1

2m1
]

q+1
+ δ
−[ 3

m1
(

2−p

4p
)+1]

q+1

)
δ
−[ 3

m1

2−p

4p
+

3(p∗−1)

2p∗m1
]

q+1

+ l

(
δ
−[ 3

m1

2−p

4p
+1]

q+1
+ δ
−[ 3

m1

2−p

4p
+ 1

2m1
]

q+1

)
ML + δ

−[ 3
m1

2−p

4p
+

3(p∗−1)
2m1 p∗ ]

q+1
l

1
2
−2δML ≪ MLδq+2. (238)

Next, we can bound for all t ∈ [0, TL] by relying on (151d) and (151e),

‖Rv
com2(t)‖

L
p∗
x
+ ‖RΘcom2(t)‖

L
p∗
x
. l(λ7

qM
1
2

L
)M

1
2

L
≪ MLδq+2. (239)

Finally, we can bound for all t ∈ [0, TL], using (151d)

‖RΘstoc(t)‖Lp∗
x
. λ

− ǫ
112

q+1
M

1
2

L

2∑

k=1

(
(1 + t

− 3
mk p
+ 3

2m1 p∗ )N + L

)

+ f (q)−(1−δ− 6(p∗−1)

2p∗ )
L

(
‖vq(t)‖L2

x
+ ‖Θq(t)‖L2

x
+ ‖vq+1(t)‖L2

x
+

2∑

k=1

‖zin
k (t)‖L2

x
+ L

)
, (240)

and hence, integrating over [0, TL] and relying on (149), (151e), and (142) give us

‖RΘstoc‖L1
[0,TL ]

L
p∗
x
. λ

− ǫ
112

q+1
M

3
2

L

2∑

k=1

(
T

1− 3
m2 p
+ 3

2m2 p∗

L
+ 1

)
≪ MLδq+2; (241)

the same upper bounds hold for Rv
stoc as well. Due to (226), (228), (237), (238), (239),

(241), we conclude (152a) at level q + 1.
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5.7. Verification of (152b) at level q + 1. Having verified (152a) at level q + 1 on (σq ∧
TL, TL], we now work on the interval (σq+1 ∧ TL, σq ∧ TL]. If TL ≤ σq+1, there is nothing

to prove and hence we assume that σq+1 < TL so that t ∈ (σq+1, σq ∧ TL]. By (179) this

implies that χ(t) ∈ (0, 1) so that all the estimates on RΘcor in (215b), Rv
cor in (218b), RΘ

com1

in and Rv
com1

in (168), RΘ
com2

in (215d), Rv
com2

in (218d), RΘstoc in (215e), and Rv
stoc in (218e)

from previous section apply with minimum modifications. For convenience we define

Rv
cut , χ

′R(w
p

q+1
+ wc

q+1) + (χ2)′R(wt
q+1 + wo

q+1), (242a)

RΘcut , χ
′RΘ(d

p

q+1
+ dc

q+1) + (χ2)′RΘ(dt
q+1 + do

q+1). (242b)

We estimate for all t ∈ (σq+1, σq ∧ TL], using (179), (150), and (192),

‖Rv
cut(t)‖Lp∗

x
+ ‖RΘcut(t)‖Lp∗

x

.
∑

ξ∈Λv∪ΛΘ
|gξ(t)|l−4λ

1+ 8ǫ−2
p∗ −4ǫ

q+1
+ |gξ(t)|2l−7λ

1
2
+ 8ǫ−2

p∗ −2ǫ

q+1
+ l−35λ−2ǫ

q+1. (243)

With this, we are ready to estimate the L1([σq+1, σq ∧ TL] × T3)-norm of R̊Θ
q+1

and R̊v
q+1

.

First, we observe that vq and Θq vanish on [tq, σq ∧ TL] due to (151c) at level both q

and q + 1, and consequently so do vl and Θl, which implies that (dq+1 ⊗ vl − vl ⊗ dq+1 +

Θl ⊗ wq+1 − wq+1 ⊗ Θl) within RΘ
lin

of (215a) vanishes reducing our work to estimate only

RΘ[∂t(d̃
p

q+1
+ d̃c

q+1
) + (−∆)m2dq+1]. We can apply (243), (220), (222), and (275) to deduce

similarly to (226)

‖RΘlin‖L1
[σq+1 ,σq∧TL],x

≪ M
1
2

L

( 2∑

k=1

σ
1− 6−3p

2mk p

q+1
+ σ

1−∑2
k=1

6−3p

4mk p

q+1

)
. (244)

Next, by making use of (227), (275), (190), and (197), we can compute similarly to (228)

‖RΘcor‖L1
(σq+1 ,σq∧TL ],x

≪ M
1
2

L

( 2∑

k=1

σ
1− 6−3p

2mk p

q+1
+ σ

1−∑2
k=1

6−3p

4mk p

q+1

)
. (245)

Next, for any ι > 0 small, by making use of (229), (231), (233), (235), and (243), we can

compute

‖RΘosc‖L1
[σq+1 ,σq∧TL ],x

≤ ιM
1
2

L

( 2∑

k=1

σ
1− 6−3p

2mk p

q+1
+ σ

1−∑2
k=1

6−3p

4mk p

q+1

)
+ ‖R̊Θl ‖L1

[σq+1 ,(2σq+1)∧TL],x
. (246)

Next, computations in (238) and the fact that vl and Θl vanish over [tq, σq ∧ TL] due to

(151c) show that

‖RΘcom1‖L1
[σq+1 ,σq∧TL],x

≪ M
1
2

L

( 2∑

k=1

σ
1− 6−3p

2mk p

q+1
+ σ

1−∑2
k=1

6−3p

4mk p

q+1

)
, ‖RΘcom2‖L1

[σq+1 ,σq∧TL],x
= 0, (247)

respectively. Finally, our computations in (240) and (241) show that we can also bound

‖RΘstoc‖L1
[σq+1 ,σq∧TL],x

similarly so that together with, (244), (245), (246), and (247), it allows

us to conclude that for any ι > 0 small,

‖R̊Θq+1‖L1
[σq+1 ,σq∧TL],x

≤ ιM
1
2

L

( 2∑

k=1

σ
1− 6−3p

2mk p

q+1
+ σ

1−∑2
k=1

6−3p

4mk p

q+1

)
+ ‖R̊Θl ‖L1

[σq+1 ,(2σq+1)∧TL],x
, (248)
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and analogous computation shows

‖R̊v
q+1‖L1

[σq+1 ,σq∧TL],x
≤ ιM

1
2

L

( 2∑

k=1

σ
1− 6−3p

2mk p

q+1
+ σ

1−∑2
k=1

6−3p

4mk p

q+1

)
+ ‖R̊v

l ‖L1
[σq+1 ,(2σq+1 )∧TL],x

.

Next, we consider the time interval of [0, σq+1 ∧ TL]. From (151c) that we verified for

q + 1, we know vl ≡ vq+1 ≡ Θl ≡ Θq+1 ≡ 0, which implies due to (183) that wq+1 and dq+1

and therefore w̃q+1 and d̃q+1 all vanish. Directly from (215) and (218), this implies that

R̊Θq+1 = R̊Θl + RΘcom1 + RΘstoc and R̊v
q+1 = R̊v

l + Rv
com1 + Rv

stoc. (249)

Working on RΘ
com1

, we estimate for all t ∈ [0, σq+1 ∧ TL],

‖RΘcom1(t)‖L1
x
≤ ‖NΘcom(t)‖L1

x
+ ‖NΘcom ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl(t)‖L1

x
(250)

where from (168) we see that because Θq and vq vanish on (0, σq+1 ∧ TL],

NΘcom = (zin
2 + z2,q) ⊗ (zin

1 + z1,q) − (zin
1 + z1,q) ⊗ (zin

2 + z2,q). (251)

We can estimate directly for all t ∈ [0, σq+1 ∧ TL], by relying on (146), (137), (148), and

the embedding H1−δ(T3) →֒ L
p

p−1 (T3) due to (137),

‖NΘcom(t)‖L1
x
≪ MLt

−∑2
k=1(

6−3p

4mk p
)

while ‖N̊v
com(t)‖L1

x
≪ ML

2∑

k=1

t
−(

6−3p

2mk p
)
. (252)

Moreover, for t ∈ [tq+1, 0) so that |t| < 4
5

due to (30) and (144), Θq ≡ vq ≡ z1 ≡ z2 ≡ 0 due

to Remark 5.1 so that z1,q ≡ z2,q ≡ 0; therefore, we can verify

‖NΘcom(t)‖L1
x
≪ ML |t|−

∑2
k=1

6−3p

4mk p and ‖N̊v
com(t)‖L1

x
≪ ML

2∑

k=1

|t|−(
6−3p

2mk p
)
. (253)

On the other hand, for any 0 ≤ t1 < t2 ≤ σq+1 ∧ TL,

‖NΘcom ∗x ̺l ∗t ϑl‖L1
[t1 ,t2]

L1
x
≤ 2ML

1 −∑2
k=1

6−3p

4mk p

(t2 − t1)
1−∑2

k=1
6−3p

4mk p . (254)

Next, for all t ∈ [0, σq+1 ∧ TL), as vq,Θq, vq+1, and Θq+1 all vanish due to (151d) at both

levels q and q + 1, we can estimate by making use of H1−δ(T3) →֒ L
pp∗

p−p∗ (T3),

‖RΘstoc(t)‖
L

p∗
x
. L(N + L) ≪ MLt

−∑2
k=1(

6−3p

4mk p
)
. (255)

Therefore, applying (252), (254), (255), and (250) to (249) leads to

‖R̊Θq+1‖L1
[0,σq+1∧TL],x

≤ ‖R̊Θl ‖L1
[0,σq+1∧TL ],x

+ A(σq+1 ∧ TL)
1−∑2

k=1
6−3p

4mk p . (256)

At last, considering (256), (248), and (152c) at level q leads to

‖R̊Θq+1‖L1
[0,TL ],x

≤ δq+2ML + 2(q + 2)A

(
σ

1− 6−3p

2m1 p

q+1
+ σ

1− 6−3p

2m2 p

q+1
+ σ

1−∑2
k=1

6−3p

4mk p

q+1

)
,

which verifies (152b) at level q + 1; analogous computations verify (152b) at level q + 1.

To verify (152c) at level q + 1, we first compute for all 0 ≤ a ≤ a + h ≤ σq+1 ∧ TL,

‖R̊Θq+1‖L1
[a,a+h],x

≤ 2(q + 2)A

( 2∑

k=1

(
h

2

)1− 6−3p

2mk p

+

(
h

2

)1−∑2
k=1

6−3p

4mk p )
. (257)

We now focus on the case t ∈ [tq+1, 0). We have z1 ≡ z2 ≡ vq ≡ Θq ≡ 0 due to (145b)

and χ ≡ 0 due to (179) so that wq+1 ≡ dq+1 ≡ 0 and consequently vq+1 ≡ Θq+1 ≡ 0 due
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to (183). Therefore, (143) shows that div R̊Θ
q+1
= div(zin

2
⊗ zin

1
− zin

1
⊗ zin

2
). Hence, identical

computations to (253) verify that for all t ∈ [tq+1, 0), using the fact that |t| ≤ |tq+1| < 4
5

due

to (30) and (144),

‖R̊Θq+1(t)‖L1
x
≪ ML |t|−

∑2
k=1

6−3p

4mk p and ‖R̊v
q+1(t)‖L1

x
≪ ML

2∑

k=1

|t|−(
6−3p

2mk p
)
. (258)

For tq+1 ≤ a − h ≤ a < 0, we can verify using (258) and (150),

‖R̊Θq+1‖L1
[a−h,a],x

≤ Ah
1−∑2

k=1
6−3p

4mk p and ‖R̊v
q+1‖L1

[a−h,a],x
≤

2∑

k=1

Ah
1− 6−3p

2mk p . (259)

To verify (152c), we consider the case tq+1 ≤ a ≤ (σq+1 ∧ TL) − h for h ∈ (0, (σq+1 ∧ TL) −
tq+1]. We see that the case a ≥ 0 is treated by (257) while the case a + h ≤ 0 is treated by

(259). In case a < 0 < a + h, we can estimate using (258),

‖R̊Θq+1‖L1
[a,a+h],x

= ‖R̊Θq+1‖L1
[a,0],x
+ ‖R̊Θq+1‖L1

[0,a+h],x
≤ 2(q + 2)A

( 2∑

k=1

(
h

2

)1− 6−3p

2mk p

+

(
h

2

)1−∑2
k=1

6−3p

4mk p )
;

R̊v
q+1

can be bounded analogously, verifying (152c).

Finally, (vq+1,Θq+1, R̊
v
q+1
, R̊Θ

q+1
) can be shown to be {Ft}t≥0-adapted following previous

works (e.g. [40]); thus, we omit its proof. This completes the proof of Proposition 5.2.

Appendix A. Preliminaries

A.1. Preliminaries for the proof of Theorems 2.1-2.2.

Lemma A.1. ([11, Equation (5.34)] and [3, Sections 6.1-6.2]) Define

(R f )kl , (∂k∆−1 f l + ∂l∆−1 f k) − 1

2
(δkl + ∂k∂l∆−1) div∆−1 f , k, l ∈ {1, 2, 3}

for any f ∈ C∞(T3) that is mean-zero. ThenR f (x) is a symmetric trace-free matrix for each

x ∈ T3, and satisfies div(R f ) = f . Moreover, R satisfies the classical Calderón-Zygmund

and Schauder estimates: ‖(−∆)
1
2R‖Lq

x 7→L
q
x
+ ‖R‖Lq

x 7→L
q
x
+ ‖R‖Cx 7→Cx

. 1 for all q ∈ (1,∞).

Additionally, we define for f : T3 7→ R3 such that ∇ · f = 0,

(RΞ f )i j , ǫi jk(−∆)−1(∇ × f )k where ǫi jk is the Levi-Civita tensor.

Then divRΞ( f ) = f ,RΞ( f ) = −(RΞ( f ))T , and (−∆)
1
2RΞ is a Calderón-Zygmund operator.

The following are two geometric lemmas for the MHD system.

Lemma A.2. ([52, Lemma 3.1]; see also [16, Proposition 2.3], [3, Lemma 4.1]) There

exists a set ΛΞ ⊂ S2 ∩ Q3 consisting of vectors ξ with associated o.n.b. (ξ, ξ1, ξ2), ǫΞ > 0,

and smooth positive functions γξ : BǫΞ(0) 7→ R, where BǫΞ(0) is the ball of radius ǫΞ
centered at 0 in the space of 3 × 3 skew-symmetric matrices, such that for all Q ∈ BǫΞ(0),

Q =
∑
ξ∈ΛΞ (γξ(Q))2(ξ2 ⊗ ξ1 − ξ1 ⊗ ξ2).

Lemma A.3. ([52, Lemma 3.2]; see also [16, Proposition 2.2], [3, Lemma 4.2]) There

exists a setΛv ⊂ S2∩Q3 consisting of vectors ξ with associated o.n.b. (ξ, ξ1, ξ2), ǫv > 0, and

smooth positive functions γξ : Bǫv
(Id) 7→ R, where Bǫv

(Id) is the ball of radius ǫv centered

at the identity in the space of 3 × 3 symmetric matrices, such that for all Q ∈ Bǫv
(Id),

Q =
∑
ξ∈Λv

(γξ(Q))2(ξ1 ⊗ ξ1).
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We can choose ΛΞ and Λv so that ΛΞ ∩ Λv = ∅ and their o.n.b.’s satisfy ξ1 6= ξ′1 when

ξ 6= ξ′. We set Λ , ΛΞ ∪ Λv and find NΛ ∈ N such that

{NΛξ,NΛξ1,NΛξ2} ⊂ NΛS
2 ∩ Z3. (260)

We let Ψ : R 7→ R be a smooth cutoff function supported on [−1, 1] such that

φ , − d2

(dx)2
Ψ satisfies

∫

R

φ2(x)dx = 2π. (261)

For parameters 0 < σ≪ r ≪ 1, specified in (38a), we define the rescaled functions:

φr(x) , r−
1
2 φ

(
x

r

)
, φσ(x) , σ−

1
2 φ

(
x

σ

)
, and Ψσ(x) , σ−

1
2Ψ

(
x

σ

)
. (262)

We periodize these functions so that we can view the resulting functions, which we con-

tinue to denote respectively as φr, φσ, and Ψσ, as functions defined on T. Then we fix a

parameter λ such that λσ ∈ N, as well as a large time-oscillation parameter µ ≫ σ−1, both

specified in (38a), and define for every ξ ∈ Λ
φξ(t, x) , φr(λσNΛ(ξ·x+µt)), ϕξ(x) , φσ(λσNΛξ1·x), Ψξ(x) , Ψσ(λσNΛξ1·x). (263)

Lemma A.4. ([16, Lemma 2.5], cf. [3, Lemmas 5.1-5.2]) For any q ∈ [1,∞], M,N ∈ N,

and ξ 6= ξ′, the following estimates hold:

‖∇M∂N
t φξ‖Ct L

q
x
. (λσ)M+Nr

1
q
− 1

2
−M−N

µN , ‖∇Mϕξ‖Lq
x
+ ‖∇MΨξ‖Lq

x
. λMσ

1
q
− 1

2 , (264a)

‖∇M(φξϕξ)‖Ct L
q
x
+ ‖∇M(φξΨξ)‖Ct L

q
x
. λMr

1
q
− 1

2σ
1
q
− 1

2 , ‖φξϕξφξ′ϕξ′‖Ct L
q
x
. σ

2
q
−1

r−1, (264b)

where the implicit constants only depend on p,N, and M.

Lemma A.5. ([16, Lemma 4.1], cf. [58, Lemma 7.4]) Let g ∈ C2(T3) and k ∈ N. Then

‖(−∆)−
1
2 P6=0(gP≥k f )‖Lq

x
. k−1‖g‖C2

x
‖ f ‖Lq

x
∀ q ∈ (1,∞) and f ∈ Lq(T3). (265)

A.2. Additional preliminaries for the proof of Theorem 2.3. For the purpose of proofs

of Theorems 2.1-2.2, it was convenient to consider T = [−π, π]; however, hereafter, for

convenience we consider T = [0, 1] by renormalizing. In contrast to σ, r, and µ in (38a),

we will consider σ, r⊥, r‖, µ, and τ in (141). We can take the same Ψ and φ from (261) and

additionally let ψ : R 7→ R be a smooth, mean-zero function, supported on [−1, 1] such

that
∫
R
ψ2(x)dx = 2π. The cut-off functions are now defined by

φr⊥(x) , r
− 1

2

⊥ φ

(
x

r⊥

)
, Ψr⊥ (x) , r

− 1
2

⊥ Ψ

(
x

r⊥

)
, ψr‖ (x) , r

− 1
2

‖ ψ

(
x

r‖

)
.

We periodize φr⊥ ,Ψr⊥ , and ψr‖ so that they can be considered as functions on T. The

intermittent velocity flows and intermittent magnetic flows are respectively defined by

Wξ , ψr‖ (λr⊥NΛ(ξ1 · x + µt))φr⊥(λr⊥Nλξ · x)ξ1, ξ ∈ Λv ∪ΛΘ, (266a)

Dξ , ψr‖ (λr⊥NΛ(ξ1 · x + µt))φr⊥ (λr⊥NΛξ · x)ξ2, ξ ∈ ΛΘ, (266b)

for o.n.b. (ξ, ξ1, ξ2) of R3 from Lemmas A.2-A.3; such Wξ and Dξ are (T/λr⊥)3-periodic.

Differently from (263) we introduce

φξ , φr⊥(λr⊥NΛξ · x),Ψξ(x) , Ψr⊥ (λr⊥NΛξ · x), ψξ1
(x) , ψr‖ (λr⊥NΛ(ξ1 · x + µt)). (267)

We have the following useful identities from [52, Equations (3.11)-(3.12)]:?
T3

Wξ ⊗Wξdx = ξ1 ⊗ ξ1,

?
T3

Dξ ⊗ Dξdx = ξ2 ⊗ ξ2, (268a)
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?
T3

Wξ ⊗ Dξdx = ξ1 ⊗ ξ2,

?
T3

Dξ ⊗Wξdx = ξ2 ⊗ ξ1, (268b)

div(Wξ ⊗Wξ) = µ
−1∂t(ψ

2
ξ1
φ2
ξξ1), div(Dξ ⊗ Dξ) = 0, (268c)

div(Dξ ⊗Wξ) = µ
−1∂t(ψ

2
ξ1
φ2
ξξ2), div(Wξ ⊗ Dξ) = 0. (268d)

We also introduce

W̃c
ξ , λ

−2N−2
Λ ∇ψξ1

× curl(Ψξξ1),Wc
ξ , λ

−2N−2
Λ ψξ1

Ψξξ1 so that Wξ + W̃c
ξ = curl curl Wc

ξ ,

D̃c
ξ , −λ−2N−2

Λ ∆ψξ1
Ψξξ2,D

c
ξ , λ

−2N−2
Λ ψξ1

Ψξξ2 so that Dξ + D̃c
ξ = curl curl Dc

ξ . (269)

Lemma A.6. ([52, Lemmas 3.3–3.4]) For all q ∈ [1,∞],N, M ∈ N,

‖∇N∂M
t ψξ1
‖Ct L

q
x
. r

1
q
− 1

2

‖

(
r⊥λ

r‖

)N(
r⊥λµ

r‖

)M

, ‖∇Nφξ‖Lq
x
+ ‖∇NΨξ‖Lq

x
. r

1
q
− 1

2

⊥ λN . (270)

Consequently,

‖∇N∂M
t Wξ‖Ct L

q
x
+ r‖r

−1
⊥ ‖∇N∂M

t W̃c
ξ ‖Ct L

q
x
+ λ2‖∇N∂M

t Wc
ξ ‖Ct L

q
x

. r
1
q
− 1

2

⊥ r
1
q
− 1

2

‖ λN
(
r⊥λµ

r‖

)M

, for ξ ∈ Λv ∪ ΛΘ, (271a)

‖∇N∂M
t Dξ‖Ct L

q
x
+ r‖r

−1
⊥ ‖∇N∂M

t D̃c
ξ‖Ct L

q
x
+ λ2‖∇N∂M

t Dc
ξ‖Ct L

q
x

. r
1
q
− 1

2

⊥ r
1
q
− 1

2

‖ λN
(
r⊥λµ

r‖

)M

, for ξ ∈ ΛΘ. (271b)

Finally, for ξ, ξ′ ∈ Λv ∪ ΛΘ such that ξ 6= ξ′ and any q ∈ [1,∞],

‖ψξ1
φξψξ′

1
φξ′‖Ct L

q
x
. r

1
q
−1

⊥ r
2
q
−1

‖ . (272)

Following [57, pp. 43–44], we let G ∈ C∞c (0, 1) be mean-zero and satisfy ‖G‖L2(T) = 1.

For any τ ∈ N, we define g̃ξ : T 7→ R as the 1-periodic extension of τ
1
2 G(τ(t − tξ)) where tξ

are chosen so that g̃ξ have disjoint supports for different ξ; i.e., g̃ξ(t) ,
∑

n∈Z τ
1
2 G(τ(n + t −

tξ)). We also define

gξ(t) , g̃ξ(σt) that satisfies ‖gξ‖WM,q([0,1]) . (στ)Mτ
1
2
− 1

q ∀ q ∈ [1,∞], M ∈ N0, (273a)

hξ(t) ,

∫ σt

0

(g̃2
ξ(s) − 1)ds that satisfies ‖hξ‖L∞ ≤ 1. (273b)

Lemma A.7. ([57, Remark B.2]) Because gξ is T/σ-periodic, for any n, n1, n2 ∈ N0 such

that n1 < n2, and q ∈ [1,∞), we can write

‖gξ‖q
Wn,q([

n1
σ
,

n2
σ

]
=

n2 − n1

σ
‖gξ‖qWn,q([0,1])

. (274)

For arbitrary values of 0 < a0 < b0, it is possible to find n1, n2 ∈ N0 satisfying n1

σ
< a0 ≤

n1+1
σ
, n2

σ
≤ b0 <

n2+1
σ

so that

‖gξ‖qWn,q([a0,b0]
≤ ‖gξ‖q

Wn,q([
n1
σ
,

n2+1

σ
]
≤

(
b0 − a0 +

2

σ

)
‖gξ‖qWn,q([0,1])

. (275)

Lemma A.8. ([57, Theorem C.1]) Let q ∈ [1,∞],m, n ∈ N0 such that m < n, a ∈
C1(Rd;R), f ∈ Lq(Td;R). Then for any σ ∈ N,

∣∣∣∣∣‖a f (σ·)‖Lq([ m
σ
, n
σ

]d) − ‖a‖Lq([ m
σ
, n
σ

]d)‖ f ‖Lq (Td)

∣∣∣∣∣ . σ
− 1

q

(
n − m

σ

) d
q ‖a‖C0,1([ m

σ
, n
σ

]d )‖ f ‖Lq (Td), (276)



STOCHASTIC MHD SYSTEM 47

where ‖·‖C0,1 represents the Lipschitz norm. In particular, in case d = 1 and f is mean-zero,
∣∣∣∣∣
∫ n

σ

m
σ

a(t) f (σt)dt

∣∣∣∣∣ .
n − m

σ2
‖a‖C0,1([ m

σ
, n
σ

])‖ f ‖L1 (T). (277)

Appendix B. Further details

B.1. Proof of Theorem 2.3. First, the probabilistically strong solution u, b on [0, TL] start-

ing from the given uin, bin ∈ L
p
σ P-a.s. that was constructed in Proposition 5.3 satisfies

‖u(TL)‖Lp + ‖b(TL)‖Lp

(136)(137)(146)(153d)
. N + L +

∞∑

q=0

M
1
2

L
λ
− ǫ

112

q+1
. N + L.

Now we define

(u1, b1)(0) = (u, b)(TL), (B̂1, B̂2)(t) = (B1, B2)(TL + t) − (B1, B2)(TL), (278a)

F̂t = σ

(
{(B̂1, B̂2)(s)}s≤t

)
∨ σ((u, b)(TL)), (278b)

where the last is defined to be the smallest σ-algebra that contains σ

(
{(B̂1, B̂2)(s)}s≤t

)
∪

σ((u, b)(TL)). Let


dẑ1 + (−∆)m1 ẑ1dt + ∇pdt = dB̂1,∇ · ẑ1 = 0,

ẑ1(0) = 0,


dẑ2 + (−∆)m2 ẑ2dt = dB̂2,

ẑ2(0) = 0.
(279)

Then


d

(
z1(t + TL) − e−t(−∆)m1

z1(TL)

)
+ (−∆)m1

(
z1(t + TL) − e−t(−∆)m1

z1(TL)

)
= PdB̂1,

[z1(t + TL) − e−t(−∆)m1
z1(TL)]|t=0 = 0,

(280a)


d

(
z2(t + TL) − e−t(−∆)m2

z2(TL)

)
+ (−∆)m2

(
z2(t + TL) − e−t(−∆)m2

z2(TL)

)
= dB̂2,

[z2(t + TL) − e−t(−∆)m2
z2(TL)]|t=0 = 0.

(280b)

By uniqueness of the solutions to (279), we see that

ẑk(t) = zk(t + TL) − e−t(−∆)mk
zk(TL) for k ∈ {1, 2}. (281)

In comparison to (137), we now define

TL+1 , inf

{
t ≥ 0 : CS max

k=1,2
‖zk(t)‖Ḣ1−δ ≥ L + 1

}

∧ inf

{
t ≥ 0 : CS max

k=1,2
‖zk‖

C
1
2
−2δ

t L2
≥ L + 1

}
∧ (L + 1). (282)

Considering (281), we define

T̂L+1 , inf

{
t ≥ 0 : CS max

k=1,2
‖ẑk(t)‖Ḣ1−δ ≥ 2(L + 1)

}

∧ inf

{
t ≥ 0 : CS max

k=1,2
‖ẑk‖

C
1
2
−2δ

t L2
≥ 2(L + 1)

}
∧ (L + 1). (283)

It follows that for all t ≤ TL+1 − TL,

‖ẑk(t)‖Ḣ1−δ < 2(L + 1), ‖ẑk‖
C

1
2
−2δ

t L2
< 2(L + 1) and consequently TL+1 − TL ≤ T̂L+1. (284)



48 KAZUO YAMAZAKI

We define

ΩN , {N − 1 ≤ min{‖u(TL)‖Lp , ‖b(TL)‖Lp },max{‖u(TL)‖Lp , ‖b(TL)‖Lp } < N} ∈ F̂0,

and construct similarly to Proposition 5.3 a solution (uN
1
, bN

1
) on ΩN to (12) with (B1, B2)

replaced by (B̂1, B̂2) on [0, T̂L+1] with initial data (u, b)(TL) and consequently,

(ū1, b̄1) ,

( ∑

N∈N
uN

1 1ΩN
,
∑

N∈N
bN

1 1ΩN

)
(285)

is a solution on [0, T̂L+1] to (12) with (B1, B2) replaced by (B̂1, B̂2), that is {Ft}t≥0-adapted.

Now we define

(u1, b1)(t) =

(
u(t)1t≤TL

+ ū1(t − TL)1t>TL
, b(t)1t≤TL

+ b̄1(t − TL)1t>TL

)
. (286)

For t ≤ TL, (u1, b1)(t) = (u, b)(t) and thus (u1, b1) solves the system on [0, TL]. For t ∈
(TL, TL+1] where TL+1 ≤ T̂L+1 + TL due to (284),

ū1(t − TL) = u(0) −
∫ t

0

(−∆)m1u1 + P div(u1 ⊗ u1 − b1 ⊗ b1)(s)ds + B1(t),

and similar computation for b̄1(t − TL) apply and lead to show that (u1, b1) satisfies (12) up

to TL+1. We now define

T n
L ,

∞∑

k=1

k

2n
1{ k−1

2n ≤TL<
k

2n } (287)

and it follows that T n
L

is a stopping time and limn→∞ T n
L
= TL P-a.s. Moreover, it follows

from (285) and (278) that ū1, b̄1(t) ∈ FT n
L
+t for all n ∈ N. Now let D be any closed domain

in Lp(T3) and suppose that

ω ∈ {(ū1, b̄1)(t) ∈ D} ∩ {T n
L + t ≤ s}.

We know {(ū1, b̄1)(t) ∈ D} ∈ FT n
L
+t. As T n

L
+ t ≤ s by assumption, we have {(ū1, b̄1)(t) ∈

D} ∈ FT n
L
+t ⊂ Fs. On the other hand, immediately we have {T n

L
+ t ≤ s} ∈ Fs. Therefore,

{(ū1, b̄1)(t) ∈ D} ∩ {T n
L + t ≤ s} ∈ Fs

and it follows that ū1(t − T n
L
)1{t>T n

L
} and b̄1(t − T n

L
)1{t>T n

L
} are both measurable with respect

to {Ft}t≥0 and consequently, u1 and b1 are both {Ft}t≥0-adapted.

Lastly, we iterate the steps above. Starting from (uk, bk)(TL+k) and (uk+1, bk+1) up to

TL+k+1, we define

ū(t) , u(t)1{t≤TL} +
∞∑

k=1

uk(t)1{TL+k−1<t≤TL+k}, b̄(t) , b(t)1{t≤TL} +
∞∑

k=1

bk(t)1{TL+k−1<t≤TL+k}

which become a probabilistically strong solution with the regularity of C([0,∞); Lp(T3))∩
L2

loc
([0,∞); L2(T3)). This completes the proof of Theorem 2.3

B.2. Proof of Corollary 2.4. We take L ≫ 1 so that P({TL > 2}) > 1
2
. With same

notations from the proof of Proposition 5.3, we take K 6= K′ such that 3K(TL−2)∧3K′(TL−
2) > C; assuming w.l.o.g. that K > K′, we also choose them such that K − K′ > 2C

3(TL−2)

and consequently

[3K(TL − 2) − C, 3K(TL − 2) + C] ∩ [3K′(TL − 2) − C, 3K′(TL − 2) + C] = ∅.
This, along with (165), implies that the laws of (uK , bK) and (uK′ , bK′) are different, com-

pleting the proof of Corollary 2.4.
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[13] J. Burczak, S. Modena, and L. Székelyhidi Jr., Non uniqueness of power-law flows, Comm. Math. Phys., 388

(2021), pp. 199–243, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-021-04231-7.

[14] W. Cao, Y. Li, and D. Zhang, Existence and non-uniqueness of probabilistically strong solutions to 3D stochas-

tic magnetohydrodynamic equations, arXiv:2408.05450 [math.AP], 2024.

[15] W. Chen, Z. Dong, and X. Zhu, Sharp non-uniqueness of solutions to stochastic Navier-Stokes equations, SIAM

J. Math. Anal., 56 (2024), https://doi.org/10.1137/23M156314.

[16] K. Chen and J. Liu, Weak solutions of the three-dimensional hypoviscous elastodynamics with finite kinetic

energy, J. Differential Equations, 339 (2022), pp. 637–665.

[17] A. Cheskidov, Z. Zeng, and D. Zhang, Existence and non-uniqueness of weak solutions with continuous energy

to the 3D deterministic and stochastic Navier-Stokes equations, arXiv:2407.17463 [math.AP], 2024.

[18] E. Chiodaroli, E. Feireisl, and F. Flandoli, Ill posedness for the full Euler system driven by multiplicative white

noise, Indiana Univ. Math. J., 70 (2021), pp. 1267–1282. DOI: 10.1512/iumj.2021.70.8591

[19] J. Cho, A. Lazarian, and E. T. Vishniac, Simulations of magnetohydrodynamic turbulence in a strongly magne-

tized medium, The Astrophysical Journal, 564 (2002), pp. 291–301.

[20] I. Chueshov and A. Millet, Stochastic 2D hydrodynamical type systems: well posedness and large deviations,

Appl. Math. Optim., 61 (2010), pp. 379–420.

[21] P. Constantin, W. E, and E. S. Titi, Onsager’s conjecture on the energy conservation for solutions of Euler’s

equation, Comm. Math. Phys., 165 (1994), pp. 207–209.

[22] V. Dallas and A. Alexakis, The signature of initial conditions on magnetohydrodynamic turbulence, The Astro-

physical Journal Letters, 788 (2014), pp. 1–4.

[23] G. Da Prato and A. Debussche, Ergodicity for the 3D stochastic Navier-Stokes equations, J. Math. Pures Appl.,

82 (2003), pp. 877–947.

[24] G. Da Prato and J. Zabczyk, Stochastic Equations in Infinite Dimensions, Cambridge University Press, Cam-

bridge, 2014.
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