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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

AssTrRACT. 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 u,, represents
the statistically stationary solution to the Navier-Stokes equations with viscosity v;, the
Kolmogorov’s zeroth law of turbulence postulates the existence of € > 0 such that

. 24 _
Vlllr\no ViE[[[Vuy, [I7,] = € >0,

where E denotes the mathematical expectation. Numerical evidence of this phenomena is
called anomalous dissipation (e.g. [46] for the Euler equations while [22,154}161] 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 Holder regularity exponent % 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 (3B) and cross helicity (3d) 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)"eA™” and
remarkably in [56, p. 96] already claimed the uniqueness of its Leray-Hopf weak solution
when m > # 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 T¢ for d € {2, 3},
although most of our discussions here apply to the case of R? as well. We write 9, 2 %
and recall the spatial Lebesgue and homogeneous Sobolev spaces LP(T%) for p € [1, ]
and H*(T?) for s € R with respective norms |||z, [|-llz:, and denote the temporal analogues
by ||l - We define the fractional Laplacian (¥A)m as a Fourier operator with a Fourier

symbol |k|>". We write A Sep B and A =, g B when there exist a constant C = C(«,8) > 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 Ny = N U {0} and designate P as the Leray
projection onto the space of all divergence-free vector fields, as well as

Puf 2 f- Jfr fdx, Pof @) 2 1300@f@), Puif 2 1d-Poy)f.

We denote a tensor product and a trace-free tensor product by ® and ®, respectively. For
pell,o],ke Ny, and a € Ng, we often use an abbreviation of

lglle,zz = sup gz, and ligley, = > 194D gl

sel0z 0<k+la|<N

We denote the velocity, magnetic, and current density vector fields respectively by u :
Rso X T4 = RY b : Ryg x T¢ > R? and j £ V x b, while the pressure scalar field by
7 : RyoxT¢ = R. The vector components will be denoted via super-indices. We denote the
kinematic viscosity by v; > 0 which is informally the reciprocal of the Reynolds number.
The magnetic resistivity will be represented by v, > 0; while our discussion go through
for the case v| # v, researchers in numerical analysis (e.g. [22,154[61]) typically choose a

unit magnetic Prandtl number P,, = :—; At last, we let i > 0 measure the magnitude of the
Hall effect. Then the initial-value-problem of the Hall-MHD system takes the form of

Ou+w-Vu+Vr+vi(-AN"u=b-V)b, V-u=0, (1a)
Oib +V X (bXu)+hV X (jxb)+v(—A)"b =0, (1b)

starting from (', b™)(x) = (u, b)(0, x), where (b - V)b represents the Lorentz force. We
always assume V - b = 0,, and observe that in such a case, the divergence-free property is
propagated for all # > 0. When & = 0, (I) recovers the MHD system; additionally, if b = 0,
the system reduces to the Navier-Stokes equations, which turns into the Euler equations
when v; = 0. Let us state a precise definition of analytically weak solution to (I).

Definition 1.1. (E.g. [I1| Definitions 3.1, 3.5-3.6])

(1) For all vi,vy > 0, u,b € C°L? is an analytically weak solution to if for any
t, u(t,-), b(t,-) are both weakly divergence-free, have zero mean, and satisfies (1)
distributionally.

(2) In case vy, vy > 0, a pair of

ueC® ([0,T1;L2) N L*0,T; H™) andb € C°, ([0,T]; L2 N L*0,T; H™)

weak weak

is a Leray-Hopf weak solution to (D) 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 ! 1, . .
5 (@I, +1bOIZ.) + f V()G + ValD s < 5 (IIF: + 1671 )
0

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

VxA=b 2)

and work on the following form of the Hall-MHD system
Ou+w-Vu+Vr+vi(-AN"u=b-V)b, V-u=0, (3a)
O A+bXu+h(jxb)+Vy+wm(-A)"A=0, (3b)

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

ExVY)-E=0 VEWVYeR, )
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it can be shown that the following quantities are invariant for the ideal MHD system:

1
total energy at time ¢ = &(¢) éi f lu() + |b(0)|*dx, (5a)
’]Ivl
magnetic helicity at time ¢ 2 H,(f) f A(t) - b(t)dx, (5b)
Td
cross helicity at time ¢ = H,(1) = f u(t) - b(t)dx; (5¢)
Td

both &(¢) and Hj,(¢) 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, (I) when b = 0, as long as m; > %. Because the L?(T¢)-norm from
the energy in (3a) 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
(g, ), x) 2= (A2~ Ly, A4M=27) (2™t Ax), we call the case m; < ©2,m; = ©2 and
mp > %, the LZ(Td)-supercritical, critical, and subcritical cases, respectively. Conse-
quently, the uniqueness results obtained by Lions [56] belong to the L?(T9)-critical and
subcritical cases; analogous uniqueness results for the generalized MHD system obtained
by Wu [78] also fall in the L*(T9)-critical and subcritical cases of m, m, > % + ‘ZZ. 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 [[79,181])).

The stochastic MHD system has also caught much attention. We refer to [68,[71}/80]
on well-posedness, [2,182,183] 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, 2 {f € LP(T?) : ﬁﬁ fdx =0,V . f =0} and similarly H,
s € Ryo. For some probability space (€2, ,P), we choose additive independent random
force GG, -Wiener processes valued in some Hilbert space Uy, specifically

GdBy = Z Gy, jdBy,; = Z VAk jex,jdBrj,  GiGrexj = A jerjs kef{l,2}  (6)
j=1 j=1
where {,Bk,j};‘;l are mutually independent R-valued Brownian motions on (2, ¥, P) and

{ex. j}j‘; | is an orthonormal basis (0.n.b.) of Uy (see [24, Section 4.1]). Then we consider

du+[diviu®u—-b®b)+ Vi +vi(-A)"uldt = G1dB;, V-u=0, (7a)
dA + [(b X u) + Vy + vo(~A)™Aldt = V X (~A) ' G,dBs. (7b)

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

2
EP[E()] + B f villully, +valbl,, ds] = E(0) + %Z Tr(GiG}), (8a)
0 k=1
EP[H,()] + EP[ f 2va(A, (=A)™b)ds] = Hy(0) + tC,, (8b)
0

EP[H, (0] + Ep[f Vi{(=8)"u, b) + va{(=A)"b, u)ds) = H.(0), (8c)
0
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Co, 2 Y (VX (-0)'GsGser jrea ). ®)
j=1

The second case of interest is the linear multiplicative noise with R-valued Wiener pro-
cesses By, k € {1,2} so that

du+[vi(-A)"u+diviu®u —b®b) + Vrldt = udB,, V- -u=0, (10a)
dA + [va(-A)Y™A + b X u + Vyldt = AdB». (10b)
Again, sufficiently smooth solutions starting from deterministic initial data satisfy
!
EP[E()] +EP[ f ¢ (villully, +vallbl., )1(s)ds = €'E(0), (11a)
0
!
EP[Hy(1)] + EF[2v2 f A, (=A)™b)(s)ds] = €'H,(0), (11b)
0
!
EP[H(1)] + EP[[ VI{(=D)""u, b)(5) + v2{(=A)"b, u)(s)ds] = H,(0). (11¢)
0

Taylor’s argument in [[73,[74] can be extended to imply that in the ideal case v;,v, > 0
are arbitrarily small, the magnetic helicity on average should grow linearly with the rate
of tCg, and exponentially with the rate of ¢’ (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 Holder space with an exponent less than %, that do not conserve energy
presented significant difficulties. The first monumental breakthroughs were achieved by De
Lellis and Székelyhidi Jr. [25H27] 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 [[L1,[12]]).

In connection to our manuscript, we elaborate on the MHD system (). First, Faraco
and Lindberg [30]] proved by forming a sequence of Leray-Hopf weak solutions depending
on vy, v, > 0, that the weak solutions of the ideal MHD system that are weak*-limits in
L L2 conserve magnetic helicity #,. 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 4}, but not total energy & or
cross helicity H,. Finally, Beekie, Buckmaster, and Vicol [3]] proved that there exists
a weak solution (u, b) in C,Hff for some 8 > 0 to the 3D ideal MHD system such that
Hp(1) > 2|H,(0)| and the corresponding total energy E(¢) and cross helicity H,,(¢) are non-
trivial and non-constant. We also refer to [16}132,[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 Hofmanova [[6] and Chio-
daroli, Feireisl, and Flandoli [[18] proved path-wise non-uniqueness of certain stochastic
Euler equations via convex integration. Subsequently, Hofmanov4, Zhu, and Zhu [38]
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considered the 3D stochastic Navier-Stokes equations and proved that given any 7 > 0
and k € (0, 1), there exists y € (0, 1) and a P-almost surely (P-a.s.) strictly positive stop-
ping time t satisfying P({t > T'}) > « and {#}};»0-adapted analytically weak solution u that
belongs to C([0, t]; H)) P-a.s. starting from deterministic initial data u™ such that

1 1 . T
EHM(T)”L? > 2(§||Mm||L2 + 4/ §||Gl||L2(U,L§)) 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, [4415/1364137.140,/41.143./44,166.167.187] on the Navier-Stokes equa-
tions, [86]] on the Boussinesq system, [35,/421[75/[88190] on the surface quasi-geostrophic
equations, and [47,163] on the transport equation. Following [7,160] that proved the non-
uniqueness of weak solutions to the deterministic 3D generalized Navier-Stokes equations
forallm; < 2, [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
my,my € (0,1) and « € (0, 1), there exists y € (0, 1) and a P-a.s. strictly positive stopping
time t satisfying P({t > T}) > « and {#;};»0-adapted analytically weak, probabilistically
strong solution (u, b) to the 3D MHD system forced by additive noise

du+[divu®u—b®b)+ Vr +vi(-AY"uldt = G1dB;, V-u=0,  (12a)

db + [div(b ® u — u ® b) + vo(—A)"bldt = G2dBs, (12b)
starting from deterministic initial data that satisfies
T
&(T) > 2(8(0) + S UG, 2, + ||Gz||§a(U,Lg)]) on {t > T}; (13)

the case of linear multiplicative noise was also obtained with (I3)) replaced by

&(T) > 2¢78(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 in the case of additive noise and (I0Q) 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 (IT)). Let us focus on the 3D case and state our first result in the
case of an additive noise. We fix the probability space (Q, 7, P) and for any Hilbert space
H, we denote by L,(H, H) the space of all Hilbert-Schmidt operators from H to H!. We
fix a cylindrical Wiener process By on a Hilbert space Uy, satisfying Bi(0) = 0, k € {1,2},
and let {F;},;>0 be its canonical filtration of (B, B,) augmented by all the P-negligible sets.

Theorem 2.1. Consider (1) with vi = v, = 0. Suppose that for 6 € (0, ﬁ) and k € {1,2},
G € Ly(Uy, H). (15)

Then, given T > 0 and k € (0, 1), there exist y € (0,1) and a P-a.s. strictly positive
stopping time t such that P({t > T}) > k and the following is additionally satisfied. There
exists a pair of {F:}=0-adapted processes (u, b) that is a weak solution of ({1 starting from
a deterministic initial data (u™, b™), satisfies

esssupllu(@)le, gy < oo, esssupllb@)l, gy < o (16)
weQ i weQ i
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andon{t > T},
2
&(T) >2|8(0) + g Z Tr(Gsz)], Hy,(T) > 2(7‘(b(0) +TCg, ), H,(T) > 2H,0). (17)
k=1

Remark 2.1. The only hypothesis on the noise in [89 Theorem 2.1] was
Tr(GG}) < oo for both k € {1,2}; (18)

however, in contrast to [89 Theorem 2.1] which was in the diffusive case with vi(=A)™u
and vo(=A)™b where vi,v, > 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 is
sufficient to guarantee for all 6 € (0, 1—12) andallt > 0,

max {{|GiBillc, s, IGk Bl y 5} <oo P-a.s. (19)
ke(1,2) crr?

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

Theorem 2.2. Consider (10) with vi = vo = 0. Suppose that By is an R-valued Wiener
process on (Q,F,P) for both k € {1,2}. Then, given T > 0 and k € (0, 1), there exist
v € (0,1) and a P-a.s. strictly positive stopping time t such that P({t > T}) > « and the
following is additionally satisfied. There exists a pair of {F;}=0-adapted processes (u, b)
that is a weak solution of (IQ) starting from a deterministic initial data (u™, b™), satisfies

{@68) and on {t > T},
E(T) > 2e"E(0), Hy(T) > 2" H,(0), H(T) > 2H,(0). (20)

Our Theorems 2,122 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[2112.2lt0 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 and RQ) 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 21122l 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 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 Ba) and to conclude
non-uniqueness. This approach is not applicable in the case of Theorems 211221 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. [401152//84./89].

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that (I8)) holds, By is a GGy-Wiener process for k € {1,2}, and
6 4)

5
mi,ny € [1, Z), and p € (5, 3 21
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Let initial data (u™,b™) € Ll x LI be independent of the Wiener processes By and B,.
Then there exist { > 0 and infinitely many probabilistically strong processes

(u, b) in C([0, 00); LP(T?) N L2 ([0, co); H5(T?)) P-a.s.,

loc

that solves (I2) analytically weakly on [0, 00) such that (u, b)|,=g = (U™, b™).

Corollary 2.4. Define my, my, and p by @1). Then, non-uniqueness in law holds for (12)
for every given initial law supported in divergence-free vector fields in LP(T?).

Remark 2.4. Our proof of Theorem23lis inspired by [40\521[57)] but differ in many ways.

o First, in contrast to [4057)], 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].

e One of the major difficulties, in contrast to [40] which treats the Navier-Stokes
equations with m; = 1, is that in order to attain the full L*(T?)-supercritical regime
of mi,my < 2, we can rely on temporal intermittency but only at the cost of reduc-
ing the regularity of our solution from C,L> to Ltz,x. This was already observed in
[52)] and is in sharp contrast to the case of the Navier-Stokes equations; e.g. [|54|]
was able to extend [38] to the full L*(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 C,Li, the authors in [40] had the L>(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 L%x,' this is why we chose our inductive solution in C,L% 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 (I31d) and (I33J)).

Remark 2.5. (1) The restriction of p < % in @I) comes from @QI). On the other
hand, the lower bound g < p is rather for convenience of the proof; e.g. in
@47), informally we will need to split f2 in L'(T%)-norm to [lfllzr and therefore
||f||L% due to Holder’s inequality; then, for convenience in view of Proposition

Bllwe want p > g so that we can bound ||f||L% S |\ fllgi-s. We also mention that
allowing different choices of p for u™ and b™ is immediately possible without any
significant modification to the proof of Theorem 23l due to heavy notations that
we have already, we choose to not pursue this generalization.

(2) The restriction of my € [1, %) is a consequence of p > g. For example, in 41) we
need 1 — mizp + #Zp* > 0 and the requirement of p* > 1 close to I and p > g lead
to my > 1. Anyway, typically in convex integration schemes, stronger diffusion
presents more difficulties and thus we choose to focus on the case my € [1, %).

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: [I4[171150].

We prove Theorems in Section B4l Then we prove Theorem[2.3]and Corollary
24 in Section[3l We mention that our proof goes through in the setting of deterministic
force as well. In Section[AT] we provide preliminaries needed for the proof of Theorems
2.112.2} due to difference in convex integration schemes, we devote Section[A.2]for further
preliminaries needed to prove Theorem[2.3l
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3. Proor oF THEOREM[2.]]

Until Section 3 we shall consider T = [-m, 7] to be precise. Considering () with
v1 = v, = 0, we apply curl operator on (7b) and define
,EB)2 (u—-GB1,b—G2B) (22)
to obtain
0v+div(v+GiB)Q(Wv+GiB) — (E+G12By)®E + GaBy))
+Vr=0, V.-v=0, (23a)

0,2+div(E+GyB)®(v+G1By) —(v+GB) ® (E+ G2By)) =0. (23b)
For any o > 0 arbitrarily small, we define for L > 1, ¢ € (0, é), and the Sobolev constant
Cs = Cs(0) 2 O such that || f]|ze(3) < CsIIfIIHs_g(T3), (24)

a stopping time

T ~inf {t >0 : Cs max ||GiBy(®)llps > L%}
ke(1,2}

A inf{t >0:Cs max||GiBill 1, > L%} AL (25)
ke{1,2) cr

and observe that Ty > 0 and lim;_,., T = +co P-a.s. due to (I9). We clarify two reasons
why the construction of the convex integration solution up to the stopping time t = 7, 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 z; to the
stochastic Stokes equation and 7, 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 construc{ing the solution up to the stopping time, only the regularity of
z € CrHI™ n C;_bLﬁfor all 6 € (0,%),T > 0 and both k € {1,2} was used (see
[89 Equation (59)]), and G\B; and G, B, satisfy this condition due to 23).

(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.

Forany a € 2N, b e N, € (0, 1), and L > 1 to be specified, we define

Ay 2 a forqgeNy, 6,2 4,7 for g e Ny, (26)

My € C*(R) such that My(f) = Lt ifr=<0, (27a)
0 OV T et ifr>T AL

0 < M)(1) < 8LMy(), M () < 32L>My(1) (27b)

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

A

a

3a
600 and (GiBi)g = P<s(;)GrBi where f(q) = /lqurl for both k € {1, 2} (28)

(cf. [89l Equations (94) and (65)]). Considering (23)), we seek a solution (v, Z, IOQ;, IOQ,?) to

dvy + div ((vq +(G1B1)g) ® (vy + (G1B1)y) — (B4 + (G2B2),) ® (B, + (GZBZ)q))
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+Vr, =divR), V-v, =0, (29a)
08, + div ((Eq +(G2B2)g) ® (vg + (G1B1)g) — (vg + (G1B1)y) ® (B, + (GZBZ)q))
=divR>, V-Z,=0 (29b)

over [t,, T1] for g € Ny where R; and R? are respectively symmetric trace-free and skew-
symmetric matrices and

;2 -1+ Z 61% with the convention that Z 20. (30)

1<izq 1<t<0

We acknowledge that 7, in [89, Equation (67)] was defined as =2+ 3}, ., 6; but the proofs
in [89] can be readily modified to the definition in (30) and we want 7, > —1 in the proof
of Theorem 2.3l Next, we extend By to [-2,0] by By(¢) = B(0) for k € {1,2} and all ¢ €
[-2, 0]. We introduce the following norms for ¢ > #,: for all p € [1,00] and ¢; € No,1; € R,

Iflley, 2 10ley % sup > 1HDPF$lecs Wl iz * sup Il (Bla)

s€[ty.1] 0<j+BlI<t; s€[ty.1]
A k A
Wl er 2 D, AP F$lley, . flle,, 2 2 sup IF Mgz (31b)
’ 0<k<j,0<|B|<t; s€lty]

We are now ready to state the inductive estimates:

Hypothesis 3.1. For universal constants c,, cz > 0 from [89 Equations (120) and (131)],
the solution (v4, By, RZ, R?) to 29) satisfies for all t € [t,, T;]

1
Ivalle, iz < Mo (1+ " 6 ) < 2M0(0%, (32)
' 1<i<q
1
Eqlle, 2 < Mo(t)%(1 sy 63) < 2Mo(1)}, (32b)
1<i<q
gller, < Mo®2 A3 IEgllcs,, < Mo(0)* A5, (32¢)
IR}llc,, 11 < eMo®Sgets RS, 11 < czMo(3ga1. (32d)

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

Proposition 3.1. Let

1 sin(x*) 1 sin(x?)
vt 2 MO 07 my(r, a2 OO o5y . (33)
emt | o ans |

Then, together with

. g 0 0 —cos(x®)
R (t,x) ﬂ o 0 0 (34a)
@2m)2 (—cos(x®) 0 0
+(10&(G1 B + (G1BBY + (G1B1S(G1 By
— Z0®(G2B2)o — (G2B2)o®E — (Gsz)oé(Gsz)o)(t, Xx),
3
o FRYADY 0 0 —cos(x’)
B, x 2 d’%ﬁ 0 0 sin(x?) (34b)
(2m) cos(x®) —sin(x®) 0
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+ (Eo ® (G1B1)o + (G2B2)o ® vo + (G2B2)o ® (G1B1)o

=0 ®(G2B2)o = (G1B1)o ® Eg — (G1B1)o ® (Gsz)o)(L x),
(vo, Zo) satisfies Hypothesis[3_1land 29) at level g = 0 over [ty, T ] provided
(40)3 < L, (352)
Qn)ia* -2
—
Finally, vy(t, x), Zo(t, x), R(V)(t, x), and R (t, x) are all deterministic for all t € [ty,0].

(2m)* + 1?20 max{c]", 3"} < @207 max{c;',cz'} < L < (35b)

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] O

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)%, ((21)° + 1)*207? max{c;',cz'}} < L. (36)
Then there exist a choice of parameters a, b, and 3 such that 33) is fulfilled and the follow-
ing holds. Suppose that (v, Eq,f?;,fé?) are {F}>0-adapted processes that solve and

satisfy Hypothesis 3.1l Then there exist {F;}s0-adapted processes (Vgr1> Egs 1,]%; . l,Ifé?ﬂ)
that satisfy Hypothesis[31land solves at level g + 1, and for all t € [t411,TL],

1 1
Vgs1 (D) = vgDllr2 < Mo(t)%5;+1 and ||2g:1(1) = Z40ll12 < Mo(t)%5,§+1- (37

o

Finally, if (vq, 2, R;, I%?)(t, x) is deterministic over [ty, 0], then (vy11, Eg+1, R;+1’ Iféil)(t, X)
is also deterministic over [ty.1,0].
Proof of Proposition[3.21 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

L1 s 20-1 s 61 s 1o
neQsnN (E’ §]’ oz ’qu , T2 /quI , and u= ’lq+'1]’ (38a)
3
be{teN:t>3%"), and 122 247 (38b)

where @ was defined in 28). We consider {#;};5¢ and {0;};>0, specifically 9(-) = l’lﬂ(j) and
o) = l‘3g(j), as families of standard mollifiers on R and R? with mass one and compact
support, the latter compact support specifically on (/, 2/]. Then we mollify v,, Z, I%;, 1035,
and (G By), for k € {1, 2} in space and time to obtain

Vi = Vg ke 0k U, By EEy k0% 0y, (39a)
Ry £ 10?; w01k 0, RE 2 10?,16 * 01 % U1, (GrBp) = (GiBy)g *x 01 %: V1. (39b)
It follows that the corresponding mollified system to (29) is
O+ div((vi + (G1B1)1) ® (vi + (G1B1)1) — (Ey + (G2B2)1) ® (B + (G2B2)1)
+Vm =diviR) +R,,.)), V-v =0, (40a)
0.2 + div((E; + (G2B2)1) @ (vi + (G1B1)1) — (vi + (G1B1)1) ® (B + (G2B2)1)
=div(R* +RZ, ), V-E=0, (40b)

coml
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where
712 7y % 01 %0 ) = %(Iw + (GBI = |E1 + (G2Bi) (41a)
# 30 + (GBS =12, + G2B ) w01 9,
R = (vi+ (GIB))&W + (G1B1)) — (B + (G2B2))&(E; + (G2By))) (41b)
— (Vg + (G1B))&(v, + (G1B1)g) = (g + (G2B2))&(E, + (G2B2)y)) *x 01 1 P,
Riomi = &1+ (G2B2)) ® (vi + (G1B1)) — (vi + (G1B1)) ® (E; + (G2B2)) (41¢c)

- ((':'q + (GZBZ)q) ® (Vq + (GlBl)q) - (Vq +(Gy q)q) ® (:'q + (GZBZ)q)) *5 01 %1 Uy
(see [89, Equations (101)-(102)]). We let y : [0, o) — R be a smooth function such that

-1 if z € [0,1],
x@4€l3,22] ifze(1,2), 42)
=z ifz>2,

and then the magnetic amplitude function for all £ € Az,

ag(t,x) = %(t X) (— RZE(I’ X)) where p=(t, x) £ 26,4162 czMo(t) (M) (43)
e\, P=\L, X)Ye pE(t,x) pP=, g+1€z C=Mol)Y CE(SqulM()(l‘)
(see [89, Equations (110) and (117)]). On the other hand, we define
GE2 ) a¢ei-608), (44)
éeNzs

where & and &, are two of the elements of an o.n.b. that appears in Geometric Lemmas,
specifically [89, Lemmas 3.1-3.2] (see Lemmas [A2A3). We also define the velocity
amplitude functions

R, x) + G=(t, %)
ag(t, x) —pv (t, x))/.g(ld ——) VEEN, (452)
’ ,Ov(tv x)
where p, (1, x) 226, ¢,6,41Mo(1) ('ié’v 0+ G, x)l) (45b)
pvil, =<z€, C,0g+1Mo(1)Y Cv5q+lM0(t)

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

A gD c t
wq+1—w +w l+w and dq+1—dq+1+dq dq+l,

(46)
where the temporal correctors are defined through ¢¢ and ¢ from (263) as follows:
Wi 2 =7 ) PR @FeD)E and diy 2T ) PRu(aPa(@ied)e. (47)
£eA feAz

The specific form of wf; i w;’ e dq iy and d¢ 10 Are not important for our current proof (see

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

W = N2 curleurl ) apde Ve, (48a)
e

dl, +dS,, = N32Ag2 curl curl Z acpe Vel (48b)
éeAs

where ¢ and N, are defined respectively in (263) and ([260) (see [89, Equation (142)]).
At last, we are able to define the solutions at step g + 1 via the perturbations as follows:

Bl +dyt (49)

A —
Vgl =Vi+Weyr and Egyg
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(see [89, Equation (147)]). We will subsequently rely on the following estimate from
[89, Equation (122)]:

1 .
laglle, o1 S 02,72 Mo()F ¥ j2 0.6 € Az (50)

(]

We are ready to prove Theorem[2.1l Given any T > 0 and « € (0, 1), starting from the
quadruple (vo, Eo, 1%8, IOQE) in Proposition 3.1} by taking L > 0 sufficiently large enough to
satisfy (36), Proposition [3.2] admits (v, Eq,fQZ,IE) for all ¢ € N that satisfy Hypothesis
B.1 @9, and @7). It is shown in [89, Equation (87)] that such {v,}sen,, {Zq}4en, are both
Cauchy in C([0, T1]; H'(T?)), y € (0, 4L+ﬁ)' Therefore, we deduce the limiting processes

lim v, £ vand lim Z, £ E both in C([0, T.1; H(T?)). (51)

g—0oo g—00

Additionally, it is shown in [89, Equation (90)] that the difference between such = from
(31D and Z from (B3) satisfies

1
IE®) - Sz < Mo()? Y 67, (52)
q>0
and an identical computation shows
1
() = vollz < Mo()? D67, (53)
q=0

Using b?*! > b(q + 1) for all g € N as long as b > 2, we can further bound by

([ZI) 1 | -bB
max{IE0) - Sl V0 = vo(0llz) < Mo®F Y a0 = My} ). 4)
q>0

Consequently, all the claims in Theorem 2.1] except the second and third inequalities of
(D) 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 (7). We now prove the second inequality in (I7). For
afixed T > 0, we take L > 0 larger if necessary so that

I L3 Qn)? -2
@) 2n)3 -2 3
Because Z deduced in (31)) is divergence-free and mean-zero, we can define its potential

Fsuchthat VxF =Z&. (56)

!
202122 1+ LA + LY + ( )TCGZ] < TL“e“LT. (55)

)2

Next, considering our choice of =y at first iteration from (33), we can explicitly see its
vector potential Fy defined by

1 sin(x?)
Fo(t,x) = Mol {cos(x3)] (57)
0

(2m)?

which is identical to Zy(z, x). We define the following random magnetic helicity corre-
sponding to random PDEs (23):

‘7:(;,(t) = f F(t,x) - E(t,x)dx and ‘7:(0,;,(t) z f Fol(t, x) - Eo(t, x)dx. (58)
T T3
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Due to the explicit expression of (33) and (37), we can directly compute

My (1) - Mot
Fooll = 20O and 700y = 200 (59)
(2n)? (27)
Taking limit ¢ — oo in (32B) we see that
IZ@Ilz2 < 2Mo(1)?. (60)
Implementing this, along with Holder’s inequality, (39), and (34) gives us
~ ~ My(t) a*P
1F4,(6) - Flos(0)] < IF() — Fo(oll22Mo(0)} + 208 _2 (61)

@Qn)3 L—a

We need to estimate ||F(7) — Fo(?)|| 2 and to do so, we write

1)
F@O - Follz < Y lIFger = F)Ol2 & DUV X (=AY Eger - EOllz. (62)

g0 g=0
Now we apply the identity Z,.1 = & + dy41 from @9) to (62) to deduce
ICF = Fo)Dll 2 < 1i(1) + I(2) (63)
where
L) = ZHV X (=)' E - E)Dlz and D) = ZHV X (=A) g @llz. (64)
420 =0

To work on /1, we use the mean-zero property of Z; — =, and mollifier estimate to compute

3a

1, —_ —_ —_ —_ 1 —=F
VX (A E - E)0lle < IE - Egller s BN, 5 Mo@id, 7. (65)

We apply (63) to I, of (64), and use the fact that b > 39a~! due to (38B) to estimate by

2
5

-1
a2 3o, 2 a
L) $ M) " A5 < Mo()? )" F ) < My(n)F ——.
—_ a7

q>0 q>0
Next, the estimate of I, is more delicate. Thus, we first write using (@6}, (@7), and (@3b),

dyi = N2A2 curl curl Z acpe Vel — ! Z PPso(aZPro(3eD)Er.  (67)
feAz feAz

1 (66)

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

“dgs1 = d5+1 +dg,,” in [3) Equation (5.33b)]) while ours in @8) does. Moreover, the

. . . 4 c P c
temporal corrector is more difficult to estimate than dqul + qu because dqul + qu has

the favorable form of curl curl allowing us to take full advantage of V X (=A)~".

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

L(1) < L) + In(?) (63)
where
D) 2" 22 IV x (e ¥eé)l, o (69)
¢>0 fehs
In() 27t Y S IV X (~A) ' Pro(@ZP (el 12 (69b)
q>0 ez

To estimate I,;, we use the fact that

21 14 21 1
—“+—@)—1+—“+14(;—9)@—— (70)

B s 2 2’
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to compute
1
i Zﬂw Z||af||c,c1||V<¢g%)||c,y Zﬂfm(% 7 Mo(H))Ag 11
q>0 feNz q>0
_ 2l ﬂ -1
CHEED Myt Y A @Mo(t)% — 1)
q>0 1 —a

Next, we come to I, of (69b) that arises due to the temporal corrector. We observe that
q)?go? is (T/ /lq+10')3-periodic so that minimal active frequency in P¢0(¢§<p§) is given by
Ag+10. Therefore, using o

28 28
-Sn+2la+ = <0andb(—5q+21a+ 7)< -1
that can be verified using (38d), (38H), and (28), we estimate from (69b) by Lemmal[A.3]

263)
o < Y Y Ao Nale el @epelle 2

q>0 éeNz
@IMZBZEI)M Spi2las -1
DA My < Mo < (72)
q>0 1 -da
Due to this estimate, we can now conclude that
d@) (]ZZI)(IEI) a’l
L) (1) + 1 (0) Mo(t)2 T (73)
At last, applying (66) and (Z3) to ©3) gives us
63 GBEI)(EZZI) a!
ICF =Fo)®Dllz < L)+ L(1) Mo(t)2 T (74)
Now we use the fact that (27)> + 1 < a”® from @3b) to deduce from (GI)
~ - (02} a’! My@) o GIGID) 24, )
(1) - Flop (0] = Moty —— + o0 _a " BI 2 (75)
1-a @n)y: L—a? (2n)?
for a € 2N sufficiently large. Consequently, along with (39) we can deduce
- 2 -
0< wo,b(t)(l . ) < Fy(0). (76)
)2
It follows that
N 8 8 . dHEHED . 2 L
[H(0)] <IH(0) — Hon(0)] + [Ho»(0)] < Hop(0)— + )

(2nm)2 W
(EI)<@) 3Ho(T) 3
T @rn? @Qni-2

[2(2M0(T)% + L)L+ L7 + (%) TCGZ}

@(f)ﬂbm S [2<2M0<T>% +LOLT + L + (M) TCGZ]-
() =2 (2m)2 =2 3

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 G, B,(0) = 0, we can write

o@ [ e o (OGS

f A(0) - b(0)dx V x (=A)'E0) - Z(0)dx = Hy(0). (78)
N b
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Now we are ready to estimate on {t > T},

f AQ) - b(Oydx D (%)ﬂbm
- 2m)i -2

- % {2(2M0(T)% + L)L+ L2 + (M) TCGZ]
Qn)i -2 3

@)@(M)@ (am%) [ j; A(T) - b(T)dx

—_ 2
+ 201Elle, 12 + 1 Balle, 121G Boll, 12 + ||Gsz||CTL3]

__ 3

Qn)? -2

(EQZEI)(IZEI)( 3 )

< — f A(T) - b(T)dx - TCq,. (79)
2m)z -2/ Jm

Therefore, by definition of H,, from (3b), we have shown that

{2(2M0(T)% + L)L + L7 + (%)Tc@]

Qn)? -2

3 [H,(0) + TCg,] < Hy(T),

3
which implies the second inequality in (I'Z)) because % ~ 4.6.

3.2. Proof of the third inequality in (T7). As we will see, although the overall computa-
tions are less technical than the proof of the second inequality in (I7), 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

L +( 2373 +2 | LAt T (80)

~ — )[4L2e2LTL% +3L7 ) < ——.
232 \4pd —2ix1 — 1 (2n)?
Similarly to (38) we define random cross helicity corresponding to our random PDEs 23):
H, (1) £ f (1, x) - B(t, x)dx and Fo, (1) £ f vo(t, x) - Zo(t, x)dx. (81)
T3 3

T

Considering our choices of vy and Z in (33), we can directly compute

o) = 12‘{0(?. (82)

272

Remark 3.3. As we pointed out already, Ho,. (1) = 229 from ®2) is larger than Ho (1) =

2372
g(,’r()? from (39). 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

= (32B 1
Eo@llz < 2Mo(n)?
in (84) similarly to (6Q). It turns out that this can be overcome by relying on the identity

Mo(£)?
IEo(Dl;2 = (O(;l . (83)

)2
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We compute by starting from (1) and relying on (32a) and (§3),

Mo(2)?
-

)2

[F,(1) = Flo.u(0)] < 2Mo(0)* IE(0) = Zo(D)l 2 + V@) = vo(®)ll2 (84)

Then we can compute considering that ¢’ > (27)3 + 1 from the first inequality of (35b),

- - -bB
)~ Flo (] o Mot0) [ [ (2 b ) “_b}
277;7 (zﬂ)z 1—a8
@) Ho (1) (ZZL;-I) (85)
47
It follows that
0 < Hou(0) (1 - w) < H(1). (86)
4

This leads to

It
BORDIBE) ( 2573 +2 - 2303 42
< = \AmM-|——=
4m3 — 2373 — 1

We are ready to conclude the third inequality in as follow: as GyBi(0) = O for k €

{1,2}, we can write
f (u-b)(0)dx f v - E)0)dx @ H,,(0). (88)
T3 T3

and hence on {T <},

U(u b)0)dx| < (M)(H( )—(ﬂ]pmmﬁhu%]

B 5
3 =223 Ar3 - 2ix

@s-( 2im +2 ]f(u b)T)dx

43 — 2373 — 1
+ (IMD)llzz + G BIDIDIG2BA(Dlz + IG1 By (IED)Nz +IG2Ba(T)l,2)
2373 +2 1 .
+11G1 By(D 21IG2Bo(T)l 2] - ( — ) [4Mo(T)? L7 +3L7
473 — 2372 —
G ( 232 +2
< (—*] f (- b)(T)dx.
473 = 2373 — 1) I3

This implies
(4773 —23n3 -1

5

3 )%(0) < H(T)
2i7r1 +2

which implies the third inequality in (I7) because (M) ~ 2.7. This concludes the
227242
proof of Theorem
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4. ProOOF oF THEOREM[2.D]

Considering (IQ) with v; = v, = 0, we define

v 2T 'uwhere Ty £ % and E 2 T3'b where 1 2 €% (89)

to obtain
v + %v +div(Yvev-Y'"HPE®E) + Y 'Vr =0, (90a)
A=+ %:+div(TlE®v—T1v®E) =0 (90b)

(see [89, Equation (20)]). We define for ¢ € (0, %),

T, = inf{t > 0 : max|By(t)] > Li} Ainf{t > 0 : max||Byl| 1, > L)AL (91)
k=12 k=12 c?

so that 7y > 0 and lim; ., 77 = +oo P-a.s. We take the same definitions of 4, and ¢, from
26), introduce my, and define M(¢) differently from 27) as follows:

2 3L Mo e C*(R) such that My(f) = et ifr <0, (92a)
mL= e O T 2L if > T AL
0 < M(t) < 8LMo(1), M (1) < 32L*M(t) (92b)

(see [89, Equation (211)]). We take the same definition of @ in (28) and search for the
solution (v, E, R;, 1%5) for g € Ny that solves over [t,, T ]

1 o
Ovg + qu +div(T1(vg ® vg) — TIIT%(E[I ®Ey)) +Vp, = divRZ, Vv, =0, (93a)
1 o
0,8, + E:q + 11 div(E; @ vy — vy ® Ey) = divRy, V-E,=0, (93b)
where 7, was defined in (30), and R; is a symmetric trace-free matrix and 1%5 is a skew-

symmetric matrix. We extend By to [-2, 0] by Bi(¢) = Bx(0) fork € {1,2}and all ¢ € [-2,0]
again and consider the following inductive hypothesis.

Hypothesis 4.1. For universal constants c,, cz > 0 from [I89 Equations (120) and (131)],
the solution (v4, Ey, R;, RqE) to (O3) satisfies for all t € [t,, Tr],

1
glle,, 2 < mLMO(t)%(l + Z 5;) < 2my Mo(1)?, (94a)
' 1<i<q
1 1 1
I1Egllc,, 12 < mLMo(t)f(l + Z 53) < 2mMo()?, (94b)
I1<i<q
1 —_ 1
Wller, < mMo? g, 1Bgllcr, | < miMo(n): A, (94c)
IR le,, 2 < coMo(Ddgs1, 1RSI, 1t < caMo(D)3g1.- (94d)

Proposition 4.1. Let

1 sin(x*) 1 sin(x?)
vty & PO NG Zgt 2 PO o). o9)
et | o e |7y
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Then, together with

3
. mr (L + NMo(h) 0 0 —cos(x)
Ry(t,x) = L(‘”—z)}O() 0 0 0 + R(=A)Y"vy(t, x)
(2m)2 —cos(x’) 0 0
and
3
m@ebmt( 00 —esw)
R;(t,x) = L(‘”—Z)SO() 0 0 sin(x®) |+ RE(=A)Y™E(t, x),
(2m) cos(x’) —sin(x?) 0

(vo, Zo) satisfies HypothesisE. I)and Q3) at level g = 0 over [y, T] provided

. 574 3
min{c,, cz el 3L . Qn)a* -2

V3(2r)® + 1)? < V3d¥# < — : —, L<
LF[8(4L + $)(27)7 + 3673 ] 2

(96)

Finally, vy(t, x), Zo(t, x), ﬁS(t, x), and I%g(t, x) are all deterministic over [ty, 0].

Proof of Proposition[41] 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. O

Proposition 4.2. Let L satisfy

i

. 5
min{c,, cgel 3L

L3[B(4L+ HY2m)? +36n7]
Then there exist a choice of parameters a,b, and B such that Q6) is fulfilled and the
following holds. Suppose that (v, Eq,lcé;,lcéi) are {F}i=0-adapted processes that solve
©3) and satisfy Hypothesis over [t,, Tr]. Then there exist {F;}i»0-adapted processes
(Vgr1: Egsts R;H, R§+l) that solve (Q3) and satisfy Hypothesis|d_ I at level g + 1, and for all
te [tq+l’ TL],

V3(@2n)? + 1)? <

o7)

1 1
gt () = vg(Ollz < mMo(®?67,, and IEgui(t) = B4z < mMo(0)}87,,.  (98)

Finally, if (v4, 2y, R;, R?)(t, x) is deterministic over [1g, 0], then (vgy1, Eg41, R‘E’IH, R§+1)(t, X)
is also deterministic over t € [t441,0].

Proof of Proposition 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 n, o, r, , b,
and [ are identical to (384), and (38D). In addition to vy, E,,f?l”, and RlE in (39), we mollify
Yy for k € {1,2} and define Yy, = Yy = ¢ for k € {1,2}. It follows that the corresponding
mollified system is

1 . — —_ —_ s DV v
0y + 51)1 + le(Tu(Vz V) — TJT%J(LI ® E))) + Vpl = le(Rl + Rcoml)’ (99a)

1 Q= =
0,5 + 551 + Y div(E @ v, — v ® E)) = div(R] + R, ), (99b)
where
o gl onlBl
pi =T 3| e * 9 =T 15 T L *
vil? e B
+ Pq *x O *t ﬁl - TI,IT + TI,ZTZ,IT’ (1003)

Rt 2 = (T10048vy)) %, 01 % 01 + (TT TIELBE,)) %, 01 % Ty

coml
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+ Trwiv) — 1715 (ERE), (100b)
choml = - (Tl(Eq ® vq)) *x O1 *t ﬂl + (Tl(Vq ® Eq)) *x O] *¢ 191
+ T1(E®@v) — T1,(vi ® E)) (100c)

(see [89, Equations (239)-(240)]). With the same y from @2), a; for £ € Az and pz from
(@3), we define

RE(t, x)
p=(t, %)

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

G2 Y @rEee-"17]13 6 08)
feAz

ae(t, %) 2 1} 2 (Dag(t, x) & SO [— ] VéeAs

(see [89, Equation (216)]). We define p, and a; for € € A, identically to ({@9) and then

Ri(t, %) + GE(t, %)

o) Jveen

ae(t, %) 2 173 (Dag(t, x) ) NHOYHO x)yg(ld -

(see [89, Equation (218)]). We define w4 and d, identically to (@3) where the temporal

correctors are defined identically to (47), and wf; e wg 1 dZ E and d; 1 satisfy this time
NR2AZ curleurl ) aepeWet = W, +w (101a)
A Yg+1 EPELE g+l g+1>
e
NR2AZ curleurl . aegeWetr = d¥, + d (101b)
A Y41 EPETE62 g+1 g+1
éeNs

(see [89, Equation (258)]). Under these settings we define (v411, Z441) identically to G0y.
We will subsequently rely on the following estimate from [89, Equation (248b)]:

_ 155 1.4 .
gl < m; 1 3 zMo(t)Z(S(jH Vji>0, £€ Az (102)
O
We are ready to prove Theorem 2.2l Given any T > 0 and « € (0, 1), again, starting
from the solution (v, EO,IOQ(V),IOQ%) at step ¢ = 0 from Proposition 1] by taking L > 0
sufficiently large enough to satisfy (97), Proposition.T] further gives us (v4, 2, Ic?;’, Ic?qE) for

all ¢ € N that satisfy Hypothesis[.1] (@3), and @8). Both {v,}sen, and {E,}4en, are Cauchy
in C([0, T]; H(T?)) for all v € (0, 4%) and we can define the limiting processes

lim v, £ vand lim Z, £ Z both in C([0, T,]; H(T%)). (103)

g—o0 g—o0

Improving [89, Equations (234)] similarly to (34) we obtain

| -6
max({||2(1) — Eo(D)llz2, V(1) = vo(Dll 2} < mpMo(2)> (1 c_la,,ﬁ)- (104)

All the claims in Theorem[2.2] except the second and third inequalities in Q) 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 @0). For a fixed T > 0, we take L > 0 larger if
necessary so that

! 2 2(2n)?

AL (1+ )( @m)? )Se4LT and T < L. (105)
A

First, because E deduced via (I03) is divergence-free and mean-zero, we obtain F defined

identically to (36). Considering the definition of Z¢ in (93)), we can explicitly see its vector

potential F defined by
(43
mpMo(£)? [Sm(x )]

Fo(t,x) = ) cos(x?) (106)

0

which is, again, identical to Zy. We define ‘7:{;, and 7:(0,,, corresponding to (93) identically
to (38) and compute directly

Mot o mEMo()
Fo(ollz = M0 s oy ) = L (107)
(2n)z (2m)
Due to (04b) we know
IEO < 2m Mo(H)? (108)

Considering this, along with Holder’s inequality, leads us from (38)) to
[H, (1) = Hop(0)] < IF@) = Foll2IEDI2 + IFo@ll2IIE®) — Eo(0)l 2

mMo(t) [ at*
@mn3 \1-a?)

(TO8)(I07)(104 I
< IF(#) = Fo(Ollp22me Mo(2)> +

(109)

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

(62) 63)
IF =Fo)Dllz < Z”VX(_A)_l(E(ﬁl_Eq)(t)”L}. < L)+ 6L() (110)
q=0

for I, I, defined in (64). Similarly to (63) we can estimate
(©4d) ., (B8D) | a2
IV x (=)' E - EDWllz < NEqllc:, < lmLMo(t)M;‘ ~ mLMo(t)mqflJr”- (I11)
Similar computations to (66) give us
-1

(GEIEED) Loyl ' a
Lo < ZOmLMO(t)fxlq+zl+” < Mo} . (112)
q=
Similarly to (67) we can write using (@6}, @7), and (IOTI),
dger = N2 curleurl Y. Gege¥ety — 7' > PPao(a2P0(d3¢)ée. (113)
ez sehz
Consequently, we get a bound of I, that is analogous to (68) as follows:
(1) < Di(1) + In(1) (114)
where
Li 2 Y 42 3 IV X (@e®etlle 2, (1152)
70 éens
In() 271 3 3 IV X (—A) " Pyo(@ZPro( @26 NnlIc, 2. (115b)

q>0 éeAxs
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We can now estimate /1 (¢) identically to (Z0)-(ZI)), with the only exception that we rely on
1
(T02) instead of (30) and thereby obtain an extra factor of m; : starting from (I13a)
_ (102)(2640) PO | '
i) < ) a2 Dl alV@®olle: 5 400 my Moy
q=0 ez q=0
-1

a
1-al’

@G8D) 1 1
< m Mo Y A < Mooy (116)

q>0
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 I, in (T13D) is same as
(69b). Hence, the estimate (72) directly applies in our current case, yielding

-1

ve) 1
L) < In@)+ ) @(EZZI) Mo(1)?

. 117
1-a! (17
Applying (112) and (I17) to (I10) gives us
(110 (T2)(IT7) a!
F=Fo)®llz < ©L(D)+ L) < Mo(1)? —a (118)
Now we apply (II8) and use (27)* + 1 < a” from (Q8) to deduce from (T09)
N N at mIMy(t) o (TODOO) 29, ,(r)
[Hy(1) = Hop ()] < Mo(H)——= + —=—— — < e (119)
1-a Qn): 1-atf n)?
for a € 2N sufficiently large. Consequently,
. 2 .
0 < Ho,(0) (1 ——— ) < Hy(0). (120)
)2

The following computations will diverge from (Z7), (Z8), and (Z9). First, we deduce
([IHAODE2) mie* (1 L 2 )
2ny? (27)3
(103 [(270% - 2) st Mt @07 [(2n)% -2
- 200 (2n)3 2(27)3
We make a key observation from (I20) that H(¢) > 0 P-a.s.:

EREDEOED

[F,(0)] < [F,(0) — Fo,5(0)] + [Ho 5(0)]

)e—ﬁﬂo,b(T). (121)

- (@20
H, (1) 2BEOF 1 > 0. (122)
Therefore, using the fact that B,(0) = 0, on {t > T}, we can deduce
@03 . @D ((2m): -2
< P HK0) < (%
2(2m)2

@eﬂ% (%)eZL‘l‘?-{;,(T)@(%) f (A - b)(T)dx. (123)
']I*B

This implies according to definition from (3B},
2" H,(0) < Hy(T)

el f (A - b)(0)dx
T}

) E_ZL% Hop(T)

and thus the second inequality in (20).
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4.2. Proof of the third inequality in (Z0). For the fixed T > 0 we take L > 1 larger if
necessary to satisfy

1+

o ur(@1=8) 02
Qn): 2(27)3

We continue to use the same notations of ‘7:(;,,7:(0,,, in (38) and H,,, Ho,, in &I). Directly
from (93), we can compute

i m2 Mo(t)
Hoult) = ———. (125)
22712
Similarly to (84) we can compute using (94a) and ([@4h), starting from (§1),
[F1) = Fou(D] < (V@) = vo(0)ll2 + IE() — Eo(0)ll2)2my Mo (1) (126)
Similarly to (83) we can compute considering that a”* > (27)* + 1 from ([@6),
- - (126)(104 -5\ @2 . 8
[H (1) = Hou(D)] < 4IniMo(t)%Mo(t)% (ai_b) < Hou)——. (127)
l—a™ (2n)3
It follows that g
0< 7?0,”@)(1 - ) < F,(0). (128)
)2
Similarly to (I2Z2)), we make a key observation that P-a.s.,
_ (123
H, (1) CIEDED B OBOGL (1) "> 0. (129)
We are ready to compute
N - - - azn . 8
0N <IFL(O) = FouO) + Fou©) " = FoulO)1 + o ) (130)
)2
2DHEDA2D |, 47020 2m3 —8) ODOZDOB) 1, 4 -
< mje — - < —e " H,(T).
2212 \ 2(2m)2 2
Then we may continue to estimate using (88) on {t > T},
EOED 1,4 _
(u - b)(0)dx < —e v(T) - E(T)dx
T3 2 T3

mamgm%emem f u(T)~b(T)dx% f (u- b)(T)dx. (131)
']I*B T3

This implies by definition from (3d) that
2H,(0) < H(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 = [O? 1] for convenience. For brevity we assume
v1 = vo = 1 in (I). For the prescribed (u™, ™), let {7—",}(20 be the augmented joint canon-
ical filtration on (€, 7, P) generated by (By, B,) and (¥, b™). Then B; and B; are both
{F:}r=0-Wiener processes and u™™, b are both Fy-measurable. We define

21, x) 2 eV U (x) and 277, x) £ TV B (x) for € [0, Ty, (132)
and then split (I2) to the following two systems:
dzi + [Vmi + (=A)"z1]ldt =dB1and V-z; = 0fort >0, z;(0,x)=0, (133a)
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dz + (=A™ zdt = dB; andV -z =0fort>0, z(0,x)=0. (133b)
and
By + Yy + (—A)™v + div ((v 4z ® v+ 2+ 2p) (134a)
—(®+z;“+zZ)®(®+z;“+zZ))=o, V.v=0fors>0, and v(0) =0,
8,0 + (—~A)™@ + div (@ F )@+ + ) (134b)

—(v+zi1n+Zl)®(®+zi2n+zz))=0, V-®@=0fors>0, and ) = 0.
We can solve (I33) to see that

s i3
21(f) = f eI PIB (s) and () = f eI 4B, (). (135)
0 0

so that
(u,b)=(v+z"+21,0+ 2y +2z2), along withm =m; + 77, (136)
satisfies (I2) starting from the prescribed initial data of (u™, b'").

Proposition 5.1. ([40, Proposition 3.1] and (86 Proposition 4.4]) Under the hypothesis
(18D, the solutions z; for both k € {1, 2} to (I33) satisfy for any 6 € (0, %), T >0,and !/ € N,

P 1 1
Bl s + Dl , | <o
2

With the same Sobolev constant Cg from (24), we define differently from (23),

T, & inf {t >0 Cs maxllecOllg-s > L}

. S5p—-6 1
Ainf {t 20: Csmaxll o, 2 L} AL 0<s<22 <0 (137)

and observe that Ty > 0 and lim; ., T = +00 P-a.s. due to Proposition[5.1l The fact that

5 < 5’2’—;6 justifies the embedding of H'~*(T?) < L77(T%) and also implies =% < p which

will be used subsequently (e.g. (232). We fix

11 -
€ € Q, such that € € (o, min{%, g(% - ka), 1- ézmj;})‘ (138)

We impose that a € 5N such that a® € 5N and that b € 2N to satisfy
(28)(56)* ( 6-3p
— . max (1 -

€ ke{1,2) 2myp
We keep the same definition of A, in (26) but modify 6, as follows:

_1 A
) } and [ £ 1T (139)

gq+1

b>max{

1328 ,-28
A7 A forall g € N,
A 2d forgeN,y, 6,2 OraNd (140)
1 ifg=-1,0;
we will use the fact that 6; = 1 subsequently (e.g. (I38). We define
A 1—142€ A 1—1+6¢ s 436 A —6e A €
r. =/lqif2 , r||=/qu6, p:/l;H , T:/I;Jr?, U:/léﬂ. (141)

We observe that due to a© € 5N and b € 2N, we have 44,17, = /lgfrl € N. We define

40¢
Zkq = P<pigzx wWhere f(q) = /lq'jrl for both k € {1, 2}. (142)
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With (I34) in mind, for all g € Ny we consider over (14, T1]
vy + Vg + (=AY v, + div ((v,, 2421 ® (v + 2+ 21y) (143a)
(@ + 2+ 22)® (O + 2 + zZ,,,)) = divR!, Vv, = 0fort >0, and vy(0) = 0,
3,0, + (~A)™0, + div (@)q T+ 20) ® (v + 2 + 21 (143b)

— (g + 2+ 21 ® (O, + 2 + zZ,q)) = divRY, V-©, = 0fort> 0, and ©,(0) = 0.

‘We assume hereafter that

4?2
—\/_ < " so that Z(S
4V2-5 S

Remark 5.1. As we mentioned in the beginning of this Section[3 we redefined T = [0, 1]
for convenience, and the fact that t, > —1 by (30) is related because we will need |t] € (0, 1)
in 238). Now, for all t € [t,,0), g € Ny, we assume

2ty = e N yin () = e HEA 2 pin, (1452)

=n=v=0,=0, R =E/& -5ed), R)=(ded -'eh). (145b)

< —and 26441 < 9, for all g € Ny. (144)

1
2
q

Wl &~

As we will see in (ISIJ), the inductive hypothesis guarantees that v,, ®, both vanish near
t = 050 that 0,v4(0) = 0,0,4(0) = O; because z1,z> also vanish as t — 0 continuously, our
extensions allow the system (I43) to be solved on [t,, T.]. At the inductive step q = 0, we

(132

will need to verify z" ® z" € L} to bound L} ,-norms of R} and R® although z"(0) ~ =

u™ e LP(T%) and zé”(O) =" b" € LP(T3) for p < 2 and thus Holder’s inequality cannot
deduce the desired regularity. This is why, in contrast to previous works, we cannot just
extend ZI" by its value at t = 0, and hence our extension in (I433) (see [57, Remark 3.5]).

Next, with u'", b € LP(T?) fixed, we fix N > 1 sufficiently large such that
™|l + 116", < N P-as. (146)

. . . 33
We can directly compute using the embedding of W7~ 27(T3) — L2(T?),

z . 3 6-3p . 6-3p . mm 2 6-3p
DI, sf CEEN, T B e s N2 LTI (147)
— (0.7 1x 0 o=

We also fix a sufficiently large deterministic constant

2 6-3p
My £ My (N) > {L3,N2 ZLl_W} (148)
k=1
so that (I47) implies
2
DG < M (149)
k=1 ok

The fact that M; > L3 is used e.g. in (I58). Next, we define, for 6 > 0 from (I37),

5y Y g eNo\ ({3},

. (150a)
K>1 ifg=3,

026,V geNyU{-1}, yqé{
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2
1 1
A Mymax | ————. ) —= 1, (150b)
LSS i =R T
. 2 - 8¢ 2 - 8¢ 3 - 14e 6 3p
l1<p'< mm{ , , }, (150c¢)
g 2m - —e(2) 2 e(B2) 2 - (22D)" 626" 23— myp)

which is well defined due to the choice of ¢ in (I37) and € in (I38). We mention that the
lower bound on A is used e.g. in (I62)), (236), and (239).

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

proof (see e.g. (I88), (194, (I90), (I94)), the solution (v, ®q,1€é;,1cé?) that solves ([143)

satisfies the following:

||vq||L?<rq/\TL,TL]v ”® ”L[m,ﬂL Ty lx
G 1 1 \ ! |
SMO(ML4 S5t + Vam; Z yz) £ VIMo(My + A)F Y (rry)? (151a)
r=1 r=1 r=1
3 1
<MoM? + V2MoM; (K? + 1)+ 1TMo(M, + A)?, (151b)
V() =0, =0 Vte(t,o ATL], (151¢)
1
IIVqllc[llquL]_x \ HG’IHCrlrmu < JZIMZ, (151d)
R ) 1
Wqlleys, iz V 1lley,, 0 < M7 Y 67 < M, (151e)
r=1
PO
Ry, VRSl <6 My (152a)
D PO 2 17257_3,; I’Zle 2731)
IRl VRSl < Sga ML+ 20q + 1)A( kZ gy T g, S ) (152b)
=1
sup ||R [ T sup ||R [z ,
a€lty (o g AT, )~h] WAt ety (o ATL)~h] aarhlx
2 -5 1-y2, 2
h 2myp h k=1 4myp
(g + 1)A(Z (5) + (5) ) Vhe O, (g ATy —1,]. (152¢)

k=1

The following is the key iterative result that is the crux of the proof of Theorem[2Z.3l

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

and B such that the following holds. Suppose that (v, Oy, Icé" I%G) for some q € Ny is
a {Fih=o0-adapted solution to (I43) that satisfies the Hypotheszs |ﬂl Then there exists

(Vg+1, q+1,Rq+1, qul) that is {F;}»0-adapted, solves (143)) that satisfies for p in 1),

||Vq+l Vq”L(ZU DATLLx \ ”®q+l - @ ||L[<2<r AT
11 1
< MO(MZa‘;+1 + y;H)(MLZ ~20,.1)7, (153a)
Ve = vgll2 Vl®g+1 = Oyl

(0 g1 ATLAR0 g AT ) (0 g1 ATL20 g DATL )

< Mo((ML + gAY + y;l)(zaq_l)%, (153b)
Vgr1(0) = Qg1 (1) =0 Y 1 € [t401, 0401 ATLI, (153¢)
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1o 1
lvg+r = quC[O.TLlLf V11Og:1 = ®‘1”C[0.TL1L§ S 1ML2 Aqﬁz = MLZ 6;+1’ (153d)
and consequently the Hypothesis[3 1 at level g + 1. Finally,
(ol =10l )=l 1R )= 3yT-2AT)
L[Z/\TL,TL],A L[Z/\TL.TL].X L[Z/\TL,TL].X L[Z/\TL,TL],A

<116 max (165" Y Il o0 i (154
keNg

We will prove Proposition[5.2] subsequently; for the time being, we assume it and prove
Theorem[2.3l Let us start with an intermediary result in preparation to prove Theorem[2.3

Proposition 5.3. Define p by @I). There exists a P-a.s. strongly positive stopping time
Ty, that can be made arbitrarily large by choosing L > 1 to be large, such that for any
initial data u™, b € L. P-a.s. that are independent of the Wiener processes By and By, the
following holds. There exists {F:}>0-adapted processes

u,b e C([0, T.]; LP(T*) N L*(0, Tp; HS(T?)) P-a.s. (155)

for some ¢ > 0, that solves (I12) analytically weakly such that (u, b)|;=o = (™, b™). Finally,
there exist infinitely many such solutions (u, b).

Proof of Proposition[3.3] At step g = 0, we consider v = @y = 0 on [1o, T]; this way, all
the inductive hypothesis (I31d)-(131€) are trivially satisfied. Moreover, for ¢ € [0, T1],

By = G+ 20+ 2100~ G + 208G + 10, (156
RY = (2 +220) ® (2" +210) — (@' + 21,0) ® (2" + 220), (156b)

while for € [1,,0), due to Remark[5.1]
Ry = Zr@7" — 0@z, RO =" @7 - "o (157)

We can estimate R(V) as an example: for any ¢ > 0, as 5_; = 1 due to (140),

. @56 & (T49)(137) (1EL)
IRl < fo DRI +lekolldr <M+ CLP S 1My (158)
k=1

Therefore, the inductive hypothesis (132a) and (I32B) at level ¢ = O are satisfied. Con-
cerning (132d) at level g = 0, for all ¢ € (0, 1], the first inequality of (I47) shows that

2 2
- s _ep o ([146) _s
DRI, < I, + BN, TS N Y (159)
k=1 ‘ ‘ k=1
As —% < Oforbothk € {1,2}and |¢f| < 1 forall ¢ € (0, 1], we can also bound
(I56a) & (139) 2, e
PV in||2 2 2, 72 ~ s
ROl < Y IR, + kol < (N2 + L) Y6 (160)
k=1 k=1

On the other hand, for r € [-1,0),

2
. 03D e . =TI (1446) _63
IRl < 10 [, + 1 7,1 < NS | 161
OV HIL, )24

i
k=1
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Therefore, as ty = —1 due to (30) and oy = 1 due to (I30), for all a € [-1,(1 A T}) — h]
where h € (0, (1 ATyL) + 1],

RSl

a.a+h].x

2
h -6 h j_y2 o
< A[Z(E)l Iy +(§)1 Tt Ty . (162)
k=1

Hence, Hypothesis 5.1] at level ¢ = 0 holds and we can apply Proposition to ob-
tain {¥;},»0-adapted processes (v, ®q,1%;,1%g))quo that satisfies Hypothesis [3.1] and rely
on (I533d) to deduce the limit (v, ®) such that

Vg 2V and ®q — ®in C[O,TL]L? (163)

Moreover, we can compute for any ¢ € (0, zﬁf%), due to (I37), (148), A31d), (I31d),
(I53), and (I30),

T}, 2(0=0) 3
2 L ovist 34
fo Ivger = vollede <(MolA® + M5, ) M A

3¢ 200 14062
2

Mis a4’ N, 0 (164)

L3 \20-0
< (Motat + 1)

as g /" +oo, where the first inequality used the fact that qiléé < 1. Together with similar
computations for @, — ®,, we conclude that v, — v and ©, — © in L*([0, T ]; H*(T%))
for all £ € (0, 2/33%)' Moreover, it follows from that (v, ®) satisfy the equations in
(I34) weakly. Concerning initial data, (I31d) and (I63) imply that v(0) = 0 and similarly
®(0) = 0. Concerning non-uniqueness, we find a constant C independent of g such that

VIl —- eI, -3K(T, -2 ATy)
AT, Ty L 2Ty Ty Lx
(1500154 i |
< g max{leg' > Iillesg oML D 6qi1 +3M; Y y4 £C. (165)
keAg q=0 q#2
For L > 1 sufficiently large so that P({T, > 2}) > 0, on {T > 2}, for K # K’ such that
2C
K-K|> ————, 166
| | ) (166)
the corresponding limits (vg, @) and (vg, @) satisfy, as a consequence of (163),
(163)(166)
(A T T B (T A Y R
2.7 1% 2.7y 1 2.7 1% 2.7y 1

this implies (ux, bx) # (ug, bg-). The existence of infinitely many such solutions follows
from the fact that we can choose different K’s. The proof of Proposition[3.3]is complete.
O

The proofs of Theorem [2.3] and Corollary 2.4 follow from Proposition 3.3 similarly to
[40]; we include details in the Appendix Sections [B.1HB.2l for completeness.

5.1. Proof of Proposition We mollify vy, ®,, R}, and R?, identically to (39); addi-
tionally, we mollify z; to obtain zx; £ z; *, 0; % ¥ for k € {1,2}. We write the mollified
system from (I43) as

Oovi+ (=AN)"vi+Vp +divN), = div(f?lv +R, ), V- =0, (167a)

8,0, + (-A)"™0; + divN2 . = div(R® + R® V-0,=0, (167b)

coml)’
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where we defined

Niom 2 (g + 2 +21) @ g + 2" + 219) — Oy + 25 +220) ® (O, + 25 +22,),  (168a)

NO 2@, +2 +22) @y + 2 +219) — (v + 2" +214) ® (O, + 23 + 22,4), (168b)

Riomt = Neom = Neom 0% 01, Rey = Nogm = Nogm 01 % D1, (168¢)

Pr a0 91 = 3 TNy = No 0171 9, (1680)
where chom is the trace-free part of NY,,,. We define with eg the radius from Lemmal[A.2]

PO
< e and pe > €' max{l, |R|}. (169)

-

Po = €5 A2 + |I€é1®|2 so that

Now we define the amplitude function of the magnetic perturbations:

T i
ag(t,x) = t,x -
¢ Peth X1ve pe(t, x)

where vy, is from Lemma[A2] The following is a consequence of Lemma[A2]and (268):

Z az85(De ® We = W ® Dy) (171)
{:EA@

=— RO+ ) aleiPu(D:® We— We®Dp) + Y algi—1) ﬁ D; ® Wi — W ® Dedx.
feho éeho T

) for £ € Ao, (170)

We can verify the following estimates similarly to previous works (e.g. [57, Equation
(5.6)]): forallé €e Ag and all N € N,

Naellcyes, o S T302,ME llaellogy,,, < T3+ gAY, (172a)
ladley, 0 ST LM ladley, < TR ga)t (172b)
Next, we define
G°= ) a2 fw W, ® We — Dy ® Dedx. (173)
£€ho X

The following estimates can be verified using (I72) similarly to previous works such as
[52, Equation (4.19)], although the time intervals must be distinguished here: forall N € N,

. (724 .
(C] -5 (O] —15N-5
1G5 F0guMu, NGOl S EPY0 M, (174a)
: ((Z2a) .
16 ler,y s O (ML+qA). NGOy, S TPV (ML + qA). (174b)
We define

R +G®

; max({l, IR + G°}

<e.py>—1L — (175

Vv

pv 2 €1 P+ IR + GOP + y441 so that

Furthermore, we define for & € A,

v

I?IV +G®
), (176)

1
ag épﬁyg(ld— -
v
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which satisfies the following identity as a consequence of Lemmal[A.3]and (268),

> @2gWe® We =p,Id—R) - G° + ) a2g2Ps(We @ W)
£eA, £el,

+ Z a2 gf f W ® Wedx, (177)
£eA,
as well as the following estimates, similarly to (I72): forall £ € A, and all N € N,

3 _5 1 1
aellcyss, urr S 7302 M+ 720 laglcyr,, < 73 (ML +gA) +52,. (178a)

q+1’
28N-3
IIagIIc[yh e ST (5q+1M2 + 7q+1) (178b)
5 1
laglley, < 73 (ML + gA + Yor1)?. (178¢)
Next, we define
=0 if t < ogq1,
x®4€(0,1) ift € (0ge1,20441), such that [[y’|lc, < o-;il. (179)
=1 if t > 20441,
We now define all the pieces of our perturbations:
WooE Y ageWe dl 2 ) acgeDy (180a)
£eA,UAg ¢eho
W;+1 2 Z g‘f( curl(Vag x W‘;) + Va; x curl ng + aseWg), (180b)
£eN,UAg
di 2 Z gg( curl(Vag x D§) + Vag X curl Dg + agf)g), (180c)
seho »
Wy 2ot Y PPa(aRgil 65, diyy 2 -7t ) PPao(alelyl 36, (180d)
£eA,UAg £eho
AR IP’IP’#) he f We ® ngxvaf)
£eA,
-0 Z PP#() hff [Wg ® Wg - D§ ® Df]deag) (180e)
£€ho
&yt oty PP;éo(hg f [De ® W — W ® Dg]deaé), (180f)
£€ho
so that they can be shown to satisfy the following identities (see [S2]):
D D »O
d;ﬂ ® W;H q+1 ® ngrl + R
= Z agng#O(DE ® WE - Wf ® Df) + Z ag(gg - I)JC Dg ® Wg - Wg ®D§dx
£eho geho
+ ( o+ > )agaffgggg(Dg, ® W, — W, ® D), (181a)
£ eNeE#E EeNE'eNe
q+l ® W5+1 dZ+l ® dZ+l + Rv

=py 1d+ ) aPso(We @ We) + > a2giPuo(We ® We — Dy @ D)
e, éeNe
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* Z“?(é’?‘ 1)JC We® Wedx+ ) a?(gé— l)f We ® We — D¢ ® Dedx
£eN, T feho T

+ Z g 8e8¢ Wé: ® Wé:/ - Z agap 8e8e Dé: ® D._gr, (181b)
ELENUN:E£E & eNeE#E
WZH +Wo, = curlcurl( Z afgseWg), dgﬂ +d;,, = curl curl( Z aggng), (181¢)
£eA,UAg £€ho

6twf1+1 + Z P#)(aégé diV(Wg ® Wf))
£eA,UNe ’

AT dive Y Pudfagiiaia)-ut Y Paladdi ) (810

£eA,UAo £eA,UAg

dudl + Y P;éo(aé%gé% div(Ds ® We — We ® Dg))
£€ho

VAT divi! Y Pt (a2 836 ) i Y Paol0(aZedd s, (181e)

éehg éeNe

W0, + ;A: P;g((g? -1 ﬁ W ® Wfde(ag))

+ Z P;éo((g; -1 J[ W ® W, — D; ® Dfde(ag))
T

seho

=vA dive ! Y P#)a,(hg f W W,fde(aS%))
éen, T

+ (VA L div)o™! Z Rma,(hg_ JC z [We® We — D ® Dse]de(aé%))
{:EA@ T

'Y p (h f W, ®deaV(a2))
Z #olhe T We ® WedxdiV(a

e,

—o! Z P;éo(hg JC [We® We — D ® Dg]dx6,V(a§)), (1811)
e '

seho

s, + Z P;éo((gé% ~1) ﬁ} [Ds ® W, — Wi ® D,f]de(a;f))

feho

=A™ dive Y Jm(]('ﬂ,(/zér ﬁ [De ® We — W; ® Df]de(ag))
._fEA@ T

—o! Z P#)(/’lgf D§ ® WE - WE ® DfdxatV(aé)). (181g)
{-'EA@ IS

Then we define, with y from (I79),

~P A D ~C A L C ~ f At 2 ~ 0 A 0 2

Wq+l - Wq+lX’ Wq+l - WqulX’ Wq+l - Wq+1X ’ Wq+1 - Wq+1)( > (182a)

P s gD Jjc A gc gt A gt 2 Jo A jo 2

dpg2d) oy, dyy 2dgx. dgg =daxts doy =dgxc (182b)
and finally

0

A ~D ~,C ~ 1 ~ A
Wael = Wo g F Woy W +Wois Varr = Vit W, (183a)
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& gp jc
dgvy =dg +dg,, +d L t+d

g+1°

O £ O +dyy. (183b)

5.1.1. Caset € (204-1) AT, Tr]. If Ty < 2041, then there is nothing to prove and thus
we assume that 20,1 < T which implies that x(#) = 1 on (20,-1,T1]. We first deduce
the following estimates using Lemmal[A.7lsimilarly to previous works (e.g. [57, Equations
(5.24)-(5.27)]): forall t € (20y-1, Tr], all p € (1, 00), and all N € N,

!, Ol < z]mwmmﬁﬂMuwwwfzfi (184a)
£eN,UAg
4Ol 5 g6l 305, M r 184b
+1 L/ g-f q+1 r ’ ( )
seho
_,L l,l
VYW Ol 5 Y 1ge®IF 62, M} +y2, e Fr 2AY,, (184c)
£eN,UAg
N - 54 34N
VY, Ol s > g3 @2, M, 2 220, (184d)
£€ho
. RN
@l < > g6, M; +y2,0r (184e)
£eN,UAg
1 L_%
I, Dl < }]&mumwMz e (184f)
seho
1 1 1,1 1.3
V0Ol 5 Y 1ge®I3 62, M} +v2, e r 2 AN, (184g)
£eN,UAg
N e -3 L5t 3TN
IVVdE Dl s D lge@)li~ z(éqHMz)rL A, (184h)
£€ho
- - 5ol -1 .
WOl S i7" Y 1 OPU Sq My + vy 1 (184i)
£eN,UAg
. . | .
Ol < 17 ) Ige P Sq Murf Y (184))
seho
_ _ 111
VYW Ol s 7t T 18P g My + ygu I 1l AL, (184k)
£eN,UAg
- - -1 4
VY Oll s 7Y IgeOPT S g Myrl 7l AL, (1841)
&eho
W5, Dl s 0 T (Sg1 M + 7411, (184m)
g Dl S 0 20641 M1 (184n)
IVYwe, Dl < o 23S0 Mp + yge), (1840)
HW44mmsUﬁ”N%mlb (184p)

Over the whole temporal domain [0, 7], we obtain the following estimates: for all N € N,

W2, e

[

SN 3
P c 22
s Wl + ol * Wl <41 (1854)
t P43 0 (1-4e)N
10,77 1x +d +1”CNTIA ﬂﬂ+1 i ”M%+1”CNT]V |k1+1”C%T]r ﬂﬂ+1 - (185b)
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Next, using the improved Hélder’s inequality (e.g. [[13} Proposition 3]), we can estimate

1 1

1 1 1
W2,z < 1eIlouI}, + 62, M7 +72,). (186)
£eN,UAg
We recall that 20-,_; < T by assumption, choose ny,n, € N such that % <204 <
=, "27_1 < Ty < 2, define p, (1) = p,(Ty) for all € (T, 2], and estimate

1 1

g._f||Pv||Z} . < ||g§||L2([£’”_1])||pv”é[0.TL].x
(20177 T
- : et o)
+ nn +o0 2 +——20,-
||g§||L2([71’72])”pv”L[1’fJ,.%2].x llgellz2o,17) ||,0v||L<1Y c0~l(["71,"72])( L+ — q 1)
S 1 2
< 62, M; +yq+l)(TL = 20'q_1) . (187)

Thus, taking L?([20,-1, T ])-norm over integrating (I86), relying on (I87) and (2734d), we
are able to deduce for M, > 1 sufficiently large,

1 1 1 1 1
< 5Mo(@,. M+, )M ~ 201)7; (188)

~D
Wgells, .

1
an analogous upper bound without the addition of y; .1 in the first parenthesis holds for

p
”dq+1 ”L[zzaq,l Tl

5.1.2. Caset € (0411 AT, T). If 0441 = Ty, then there is nothing to prove and thus we
assume that o7, < Ty. Therefore, x(1) € (0, 1] according to (I79). We can estimate for all
t € (04+1, T], using the improved Holder’s inequality (e.g. [13| Proposition 3]) again,

~ L 1 1 1
||WZ+1(f)||L} s Z |g§(t)|[||P®(f)||Zl +llov@Il;, + My + qA)? + 7;+1]' (189)
£eAUAe ! )
Consequently, similarly to the derivation of (I88), for n3, ny € N such that "3;1 < Ogi <
%3, ”“[;1 < Qo) ATL < ";“, for My > 1 sufficiently large,
@734 Ll 2 }
IIWZHIILLZ%I_%MTL]_X < ((ML +qA)? + yqzﬁ)[(Zo-qfl) AT+ — = (r,m]

4 1 1
i 2 i 2 2 a
+ f ol + pollydr) + 07| Qo) A Te = = o | 15 (ML + A+ 740)

1 1 1 1
< MMy + gA) + 7, )20 (190)

an identical upper bound holds for ||d”_, ||, .
g1 50 oy ATyl

5.1.3. Verifications of (I53d), (I330), (I33d). We apply (I88) and (I90) together to con-

clude

~ 1 1 1
70k, (M4 o)t 0 (191)
and the same upper bound holds for IIEJZ il . Next, for t € (0441, Tr], we can get

(741 ATLTL1X

the same estimates by same derivations of (I84): for all p € (1, ), and all N € N,

_s 1 3 571 5
Ol s Il My + gAY + 92, )r (192a)
£eN,UAg
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1 1_1

47, Ol 3 IgeOIE My + gATHr r (192b)
£€ho
l_l L_l
VYW, Ol s > lgeI3 (M + gATE +92, ) 2, (192¢)
£eA,UAg
L_1 1_1
Va2, Ol < D lgeo)li~ ML+ Al A (192d)
13U
) s i 1 Lyl 13
s @l < D lee@IT> (ML + gAT> +y2,)rl r (192¢)
£eA,UAg
. ST
IS Ol < > Ige@I ML + gAlr] "7, (192f)
£eN,UAg
1
IVYwe Ol s ) |gg(t>|lz<[ML+qA]z+y+1>r rlf quH, (192¢)
£eA,UAg
N e -3 NI S BV
IV Ol s > 1geU 3 (ML + Al *rf 2l (192h)
£eN,UAg
- - ;o1 -1 .
Il @l S 7' > 18P (ML + gA + v 1, (192i)
£eA,UAg
. . Lot Lo .
I Ol < ™' Y 1gePI (ML + gy (192j)
£eN,UAg
1 L1_
VYW Ol S 7t D" 18eOPI (M + gA + ygu)r! 1l PuRs (192k)
£eA,UAg
N gt -1 2;-5 sl 5N
VY Ol s 7> IgeOPT (M + gAY rl A, (1921)
£eN,UAg
W, Dl s o' TP (ML + gA + 7441), (192m)
IS, (Dl < o 7ML + qA), (192n)
IV¥wo Ol < o™ PV (ML + gA + y440), (1920)
g+1 L5 q ’Yq
IVNas, Ol < o™ 7PY20(M + gA). (192p)

Next, for all r € ((2074-1 A Tr, T1], we can rely on (184) to deduce

W5, (0 + W, (D) + Wq+1(t)||L2 + ||Jc+l(t) +d () +d) Ol

i -3 —u 2e 67 €
< 3G M; YAl 0l + A g0 + A (193)

geA UAo

Taking L*([(204-1) A T, T])-norm on (I93) and applying (273), (273d), and (273B) lead
us to, for My > 1,

+1d,, +d + qullL (194)

||Wq+l + Wq+1 + W‘ZHHL [0y AT T 1

Qo DATLTL LY
1

2\2 _u e
<67, M; +yq+1)( — Qo) AT+ ;) rEe <

1 1 1
: . (M 5+ YEM] =20, 1)1

q
Similarly, we can derive

Jc
||W‘]+1 + W‘]+1 + W‘I"'l”Lm P ATLQO g DATL Ly + 1l g+1 +d +1 + dq+l||L(<rq+1ATL(2<rq DATLLx
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. 5o 4 (20 4-1)ATL ) 3
M1+ gA + g (172 f lge(1r)
a,

g1 ATL
(204 1)NTL 1 (20 )NTL 1
_u 1426 E T 61 o, K 2
et f jgeortar) + 2% f o)
(Tq”/\TL U'q+l/\TL
My 1 1 1
ST((ML + gAY + y;Jrl)(Za'q,l)Z. (195)
Thus, we are now able to conclude by applying (188) and (194) to (I83a),
3 11 1 1 1
||Wq+1||L[2(2”q71)ATLVTLJ‘X < ZMO(MLZ(;;H + Yo )M} = 204-1)7; (196)
an identical bound holds for [ldgill2, . Next, by applying ({190) and (I93) to
01N LT )X
({1834), we deduce
3 1 1 1
el oo < Mo(Me g+ Jeor, ks (197)
the same bound applies for ||dg.1]| I We can now verify (133a) using (183a),
g1 ATL20 AT )X
(196), and (I51d),
11 1 1 1
g+ — Vq||L(2(20qilwaW SMo(M; 6, + 7, )M =2041)%; (198)
and identical upper bound holds for |@,.1 — Ol| B We also verify (I33D) via
- DAL T
(197) and (I51d):

”qu Ve | lL[zgq” ATL20 g DATLLx

1
< Mo (ML +q)? 4+, )20y

the same upper bound holds for [|@,,1 — Q]| L[z%lATL.(Z%IWW. Finally, for t € [t441, 0441 A

T'1], we have y(7) = 0 due to (I79). Therefore, wy.1 = dyr1 = 0 due to (I83). By (I51d) we
have v, = ©, = 0 on [#,, 04 A T1]. Because 2] < 6441, it follows that on [t441, 0g41 A T1]
v; = ©; = 0 and hence v 41 = ©441 = 0 which verifies (I33d).

5.2. Verifications of (T31a)-(131D) at level g + 1. As a consequence of (133a), (133H),
and (I33d) that we already verified, we see that

||Vq+1 - Vq”L[ZO_TLh

31 1 1
< My(My, + gA)} 20y 1)? + MoM:: 82, + Moy, N2M] . (199)
Consequently,

g+1 g+1 q
3 1 1 1
sMo(Mg > 67+ VM, D y,z)+ VMM +A)* Y (e,
r=1 r=1

r=1

||Vq+1 HL[ZO_TL]_X

3 1 1 1
SMO(MZ + V2MP (K2 + 1) + 17(My + A)> )
which verifies (I31a)-(I510) at level g + 1 as the same upper bound holds for [|@ ]| I

Yra

5.3. Verification of (133d) and (131¢) at level g + 1. For all m € (1, c0), (192a), (192¢€),
(1921, and (I92m) give us

3-Teri2 3 2634
Iwgsillens, e S Agy " 17+ 4500 (200)
Consequently, we are able to verify (133d): using (I83a) and (200),
P et o, 1 _e 1
gt =Valleys iz S A0y 7 P+ 50 4 = vl < M ATE < MZ62,5 (201)
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the same upper bound applies for [|@ 441 — ®’1”Cm.nu£‘ In turn, (I33d) now leads to (I31¢€)
at level g + 1, specifically, together with (144),
q+1 .
Wil e < Wart = Vallcos, iz + Wallces, ur < M; Y 6 < M,
r=1
and the same upper bound holds for ||® 1||Com 17~ Next, upon estimating ”V‘1+1”C0T . and
||®q+1||C110‘ , when the temporal derivative 9, falls on y, we know |[x’|l¢c, < o-q i) 5qi S

I7! due to (]IE) and (I30) which will not create any significant problems. Therefore,
applying (I83) to (183a) immediately leads us to

— 2
= [[wge1 + v’”Cfo,rm +ldge1 + ®z||c[10»TL] M,

||vq+l||clllq+1~TL]»X + ||®q+l||c1 ﬂq+l

ltg1,TL1x

verifying (I31d) at level g + 1.
5.4. Verification of (I534). Fort € (2 A Ty, T1], we have y(f) = 1 due to (I79) and

2 2 2
Vv, (O —(||v 0,
gl =10l =l =10 )

[2ATp . Tp)x [2AT T x [2AT, T ], [ZATL Tplx

= 3yg1(TL =2 ATy)

6
< Z I, (202)
k=1

where
Ty
I, £ f wy - \d? L Pdxdt =3y, (T -2 ATy, (203a)
AT, JT3
) éZwa;H -(w;Jrl + W;H + WZ”)”L[IZATLJLM
+20(we, + Wl +wh ) vl Lry e’ (203b)
s 220ld),, - (diyy +dyy +dg)lly,, o+ 2||(d; tdy +dp ) Ol L (2030)
Iy 2lwe,, + Wy +w) IR +ldS,, +dyy +dl 12 , (203d)
[2/\TL Trlx 2ATL Tplx
IIs é2|IWZ+1 -vllngwmJ +2ld” 1 ®l”L[12ATLVTL]»X’ (203e)
s = IIVzIIiz - |qu|| - 110, |I . (203f)
[2ATL.T)x AT Ty )X 2 ATp.Tp)x ZATL Tp)x
Concerning II;, using (|IE[) and (I81D), we can estimate
6
o< ) (204)
k=1
where
A -1 A —1{ BV 20
Mo 36T Mo 236 (IR, +1C00,, ) (2052)
I 5 é f f az 8P| WelPdxd], (205b)
fen, | AT IT?
I, 2 f f azg;Pso((Wel* — IDeP)dxdi], (205¢)
fene | 2T,
Mmse ) f (62 - Dllacly ] (205d)
2AT,

e,



STOCHASTIC MHD SYSTEM 37

HI,G 2 f f Agy 8e8e W‘f . Wg/dxdl‘
2AT, JT3

FFON UA@ et

f f afagzg‘fggsz . Dg/dxdl‘ . (205¢e)
e eA igpe | VL IT
We can estimate by relying on (I132a) and (268),

I < MiSge1, Win<3€'6,1Mp + 7€ ' Z el ©0)0g+1 ML. (2006)

feho

Next, for N > 1[1 - ;5(442 — )], using the fact that W, is (T/A4.17.)*-periodic leads to

f (=) G (D)(~A) T Py We(0)Pdlx

My < ) lgell, sup

£eA, ZATL 7L te[2AT 1, T1)

< 8401 Mp; (207)
similar computations with N > é[l 112(442 28)] also shows that I 4 < 6441 M.
Next, we find nj,n, € Ny such that & < 2 AT, < "‘T”,”;z <T < "2;1, define

ag(t) = ag(Ty) for all ¢t € [Ty, ”2(:1], observe that g? — 1 is mean-zero so that we can
estimate using (277), ‘

H15<Z

e,

TL
f (6% - Dl + f2 v L gk Dl < M. 208)
AT, 2

Next, using (266), 267), Z73a), and Z72) leads to

Les > laelicp, . laellca, .
EEEN UNg:E#E

xligellz,, | el | IWe @ Bellcy,, 1 < Midpr.  (209)

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

I < (MpSge1 +3€, 6501 My + 7€, ' €5 Z Iyellees,, ©0)0q+1 M. (210)
éehg

[2AT, T ]

Next, we rely on (I310), (I88)), and (194) to deduce
I < [vgllez

AT Ty lx

I, e TE 1+ Wy + 02 < Mi6: 211)

(0 DATLTL1x (QATp).T)x

the same bound can be deduced essentially identically for Il while applying (194) to I,
immediately gives the same bound. Next, using (I84a),(I84b), (I31d), and 273d), we
estimate from (203¢))

T 1 1 1
IIs < [f Ig._f(t)ldtl‘%((‘>‘;+1ML2 + 7;+1)’l i /17M < Oge1 M. (212)
2

AT,
Finally, relying on (I31b) and (I31d) gives us

s < v = vl Ve, +100=Olls (10l < 6iMp. (213)

Considering 210), 211), 212)), and (213) into (202) allows us to verify (I54).
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5.5. Decomposition of the Reynolds and magnetic Reynolds stress. The following de-
composition relies on (I8I) and differs from [52]] due to stochastic terms and temporal
cutoff y; on the other hand, it differs from [57] due to coupling with Maxwell’s equation:

RS, = Ry + Ry + Ro + ROy + Ry + Rioc (214)
where, besides RS)Oml already defined in (I68), with R® from Lemmal[A.1l
R, £ R (0,d,, +d.,))) + RO(—A)"dy
+dg 1 ®Vi—vi®dys1 + O @ Wy — Wey1 ® Oy, (215a)
Rg)r = R@)P div (JZH ® (W;H + W;H + WZH) - (W;H + W;H + WZH) ® dqﬂ
+ (dgpy +dgy +dg ) @Wart = WD @ (dgyy +dyyy + d‘;’+1)), (215b)
4
RO 2 > RO 4+ RO (0 (dlyy +dl, ) + (RP( - 1), (215¢)
=1
RS ,20,®v-0,8v,+v,80,-v,®0,, (215d)

R® . £ ROPdiv ([®q+l —0,1®Z +[vy = V11 @2 + Oy ® 21411 — O, @214

+ len ® [Vq+1 - Vq] + Zz,q+1 ® Vq+1 - ZZ,q ® Vq - Vq+1 ® 22,q+1 + Vq ® Zz,q
+[224+1 — 2241 @2 + 22,441 ® LU g+1 — 224 @ Z1g + 25 @ [21,g41 — 21 4]

+2g®0; = 21941 ® Oyt + [21,g = 21,g+11® 2

+20' ® [0y — Oy ]+ 2 ® [224 — 22,4411 + 21,g ® 229 — 2 g+1 @ Zz,q+1), (215e)

ROui 24 ), ROPP o[ g2P (D @ We = We @ DoVI(a)), (162)
feho
RO 2t ) ﬂQPP#o(at(aégé)wé ¢§§z), (216b)
feho
RO, 2o Y 7z®p1p>¢0(hf JC D ® Ws — We ®D§dx6,V(a§)), (216¢)
geho B ’

=~
@
>

© L 2 XZ( S+ > Rrdiv (afag,g_fgg,(z)g ® Wi — We® Dg,)). 216d)
§8ehe:E#E  EeALENe
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

R, =R +R, +R+R,  +R  ,+R (217)

q+1 lin cor 0sc com com’ stoc

where, besides R!  already defined in (I68), with R from Lemmal[A Tl
Ry = R(D/G,, +7,1) + R=AY" W
+ V]é)Wqul + wq+1®v1 - ®1®dq+1 - dq+l®®l, (218a)

P &xC ~ 1 ~0
q+l®(wq+l + Wq+l + Wq+1)

V.o A : ~C ~1 ~0 S ~
R}, = RPdiv ((wqul F Wiy + We )®Wgs1 + W

—(dgyy +dyyy +dg, )&y — d) (&, +dy, +d, l)), (218b)
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ZRMHR W)(wqﬂ +wq+1))+R (1=, (218c¢)
R > 2 vy — v,®v, + 0,80, — 0,80, (218d)
R, = RPdiv ([vq+l 182" + [0, — Oy 18ET + V1821 g1 — vB21g
+ Zizné[(aq — O] + 21,g+1®Vgs1 — 21,48Vg — Og 1822411 + Oy®22 4

+ [21g+1 — 21,4]192) + 21,g41021,g+41 — 21,4821 g + 25'B22,4 — 22,4411

24804 = 224418011 + [224 — 22,441192)
+ 20,00, — 2 ®0,,1 + [z Z |®z

+ lené[Vqul - Vq] + lené[zl,qul - Zl,q] - 22,q+1é22,q+1 + ZZ,qéZZ,q)’ (2186)

Y RP#o(gSEP;&o(Wg ® Wg)V(ag))

e,
+x* Z 7{P¢o(g§P¢o(W§ ® W — D ® Df)V(aé)), (219a)
éehg
v 2 2N g2 42
Roch X # Z RP#O(at(aggg)lpgl ¢§§1 ), (219b)
£eA,UAo
Ris 2o Y RE hf JC We ® Wedxd, V(af))
e,
o Y RIP’#) hgf We ® We — D¢ ® Dedxd, V(af)) (219¢)
£€ho
Roi2x Y Red
oscd = X V(agag ge8e We ® We')
EE'EN VN E#E
2 Z :
~x RP div (afaf, ge8e D ® Dg,). (219d)
EL'EN:E#E

5.6. Verification of (I52a) at level ¢ + 1. Over [0y ATy, T], if T, < o7y, there is nothing
to prove; thus, we assume that O'q < Tr. On this interval, y = 1 due to (179). We estimate
the temporal derivatives within Rl and R}, of (213a) and (2184 for all ¢ € [0, T, ],

1RO, + dS, YOl + R, +w, Dl
5, 82 8e-2

5 = —18¢ —4e
< ) I 10l (220)

£eA,UAg

Integrating (220) over [0y A Ty, T ] and making use of (273d) give us

- B 4 2+3215¢
||R®a(q+l+d;+l)||y + 1RO (W), + W, Dl Nthﬂf . (21

[og AT Ty 1% [oqATL.T 1x

Next, considering (2I), we can split wy.; and dg. to four pieces according to (I83), rely
on (192) to estimate for all 7 € (741, T,

IR=2)" w1 Dlle + IR (=AY dgsr (DIl

2
_ 2mk—4€+85)—;2 _ ka—l+8i—;2—25 _
D 710 W P A W M e (222)
£eAUAg k=1
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Integrating (222)) over (o, T ], we are able to conclude via (2734),

R(=AY™" w -+ R® -A)"d p*
IRl HIRO-A iyl

2 2 1, 82 _
< Pt M
~ gq+1 + L
k=1

The remaining term of R? and R}, of (2132) and (218a) can be estimated as follows: for
t € (0gs1,TLl,

2188 (223)

gq+1

”(Vlé’WqH + Wq+1é>vl - ®l®dq+l - dq+1®®l)(t)”y;*
+ ||(dq+l QVi—vi® dq+1 +0;® Wail — Wgr1 ® ®l)(t)”LP*

Tag3 3, Hl-de 26,2155 2 34 0¢
> AqML(|g§(t)|l AT gl T Aqﬂ]). (224)
£eN,UAg

Integrating (224) over [0, T ] now gives us

l(Vi&Wgr1 + Wer1®V) — O®dyi1 — dgs1 €O Lo (225)

oq.Tr]

34,2
+ (g1 ®Vi—vi®dyr1 + O @ Wyl — W1 ® ®1)||L1 gl S s Mg /171 A5

Considering @21), (223), and (223) to (2184) and (2134), we now conclude that
IRyl < MpGgi2. (226)

log.Tplx

+ IR, I

g Tp 1
Next, we estimate the corrector terms using (I92): for all 7 € (0741, T,

IRl + RSO, < [||wq+1<t>||Lz w1 Dllz + 1 qH(t)nL; + lldg1 Dl 21

3

£ _,2 B . L
xS gL T g P T v L @2)

£eN,UAg
We integrate (227) over [0, T] and use (I91), (196), (I97), and (2734d) to obtain
||Rcor||L[1 ot ||Rcor||L[1 < M6 442 (228)
oq.TL . T

Next, we estimate the oscillations errors: first, for t € (0741, 1], by relying on 263),

(I78), and (I72),

_ Oe+ 82
IR et Dl + ||Roscl(f)||y;* < Z lge(n)1 90/1 " (229)
£eN,UAg
Integrating (229) over [0, T ] and making use of (273a) give us

10e+ 8e-2

IIR(”,SC,IIILE v +||ROSC1||LW“L5 < 901 7« SgaMy. (230)
Second, for ¢ € (0741, TL],
IR 20l + RS, 0l
—E+65+(—2+85)(7— ) _34 2 _6
s DU [P + FOlgelidnge o] (231)

£eA, 0o
Integrating (231)) over (o, T, ] and making use of (2734d) give us

+32 6
p*<l6/12 P

.
R’ + IR
Il OSC,ZIILIIU e Il OsczllL[laqﬁTLle

© < 8,0M,. (232)
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Next, for all ¢ € (0411, T,], we can compute using 268)
IRy 3@l + RS sl e S 42517, (233)
Integrating (233) over (o4, TL], we obtain
||R<v>sc,3”Lg ol + ”Rosc 3”L[l<rq.TL]Lfv)* <K M64e2. (234)

Next, for all 7 € (0741, Tr], relying on (266), 267, (I72), (I78), and (Z72) gives us
3

. _g ,2-8e+ i3
IRGsc.4Oll + IR, 4Ol < gege OIA, . (235)
? q
£.8'€NUNg:E#E
Integrating (233)) over (0, T,.] and relying on (273a) give us
IR,

(¢} -6
osc. 4”L1 » t ”Rosc 4”L1 L"* < - /l
{og.T1 {og TL1=x

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

v
||ROSC||L[104,TL]L§* + ”ROSC”L[IU

< 0g42My. (236)

<< Og+o M.
T

(237)
Next, we can bound for all # € (07441, T1], starting from (I68)

IIRL(,ml(t)IILp + IRy (Ol

SNV = Nl 2 01 %1 IOl + (NS — NE 52 01 % IOl
7 7 oI A e
<l ML+l(/1 M[6 q+T‘ Py ])

g+1
7,106 [,,71 e
+ My /1 [27% 4 IM;|6

my ap 2p*m1]
g+1

q+1
_[/”3 241) 1] [3 2- 2p 1 3 2- 2p 3= l)

1 4p my dp " 2my my dp
+l(5 +6q+1 )ML+6q+1

2p 31
Zury | +5 [ml ( 4]”)+1])67[L_P+ -

T l-%ML < My6gs2. (238)
Next, we can bound for all ¢ € [0, T;] by relying on (I531d) and (I51¢€)
11
IR om2 DNl + ||Rcom2(l)||Lf* S l(ﬂ;MLz WM < Mp0g42. (239)
Finally, we can bound for all ¢ € [0, T;], using (I31d)

2
e 1
RS0l < 4,17 ZZ

((1 +t mkp Zmlp )N+ L)

+f@

2
(14Ol + 104z +Ivgsr @z + D L Oliz + L), 240)
k=1

and hence, integrating over [0, 7] and relying on (I49), (I31¢€), and (I42) give us

3
RS, I c<2 ﬁM%Z ) T T
stoc L[IOTTL]Lf ~ T+l L

3 myp " 2myp + 1) < ML6q+2; (241)
k=1

the same upper bounds hold for RY, . as well. Due to (226), (228), 237), (238), 239)
(241), we conclude (I5324) at level g + 1
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5.7. Verification of (I32D) at level ¢ + 1. Having verified (I32a) at level ¢ + 1 on (o7 A
Ty, Tr], we now work on the interval (og+1 A T, 04 AT ). If T, < 0441, there is nothing
to prove and hence we assume that o7y.; < Ty so that t € (041,04 A Tr]. By (I79) this
implies that x(r) € (0,1) so that all the estimates on RS, in 2I5B), R, in 2I8B), R® |

in and Rzoml in (I68), R® , in @I5d), R!, , in 2I8d), RS, in 213€), and R} in (218¢)

from previous section apply with minimum modifications. For convenience we define
Ry 2 X' ROWE |+ wo )+ ) RO, +wi, ), (242a)
Roy 2 X' RO, +dS, )+ (WY RO, +df,). (242b)

cut — (1+ 1

We estimate for all # € (07441, 04 A T, using (I79), (I30), and (192),
||Rcut(f)||Lp* + ||Rcu[(f)||Lg*

< > el 2R s e 243
< e A, g P AT TP, (243)

£eA,UAo

With this, we are ready to estimate the Ll([O'qul, o NTL] X T3)-norm of 1%5;1 and IOQZ +1
First, we observe that v, and ®, vanish on [#,, 0, A T;] due to (IZ1J) at level both g
and g + 1, and consequently so do v; and ®;, which implies that (dg4+1 ® vi — v ® dgy1 +
O ® Wyr1 — Wg+1 ® Op) within Rﬁ)n of (Z134) vanishes reducing our work to estimate only
RG[(?,(JZH +d<, ) + (~A)™dy,1]. We can apply (243), (220), (222), and 2753) to deduce
similarly to

2 6-3p 72 6-3p
2myp k=1 4m
RS . MZ(Z% oo, ) (244)

k=1

[0 g+1.0g AT 1x

Next, by making use of 227), (2Z73), (I90), and (I97), we can compute similarly to (228)

2 6-3 2 63
IRl <M E 0_172”1;) +o B o
cor (U 4410 AT )X L g+1 g+1 :
k=1

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

compute

(245)

”ROSC” [(r(ﬁl TqATLLx

2 6-3p
l l_ m, l 2 m
< LMLZ( S o o, k”)+ 1RO, (246)

g+1 g+1 10744127y DATLLx

Next, computations in (238) and the fact that v; and ©; vanish over [t,,0; A T;] due to

({I31d) show that

6-3p j_y2 &
(0] 3 Z T 2mp k=1 dmyp _
||Rcom1”L[‘(,IMMATL]r <M ( Op1 TO0,4 ) ||Rcom2|ILg%WTLM =0, (247
respectively. Finally, our computations in (240) and (241)) show that we can also bound
RS, .|| Lo similarly so that together with, (244), @243), (246), and @247), it allows
7q
us to conclude that for any ¢ > 0 small,
50 LN s SRR ke
R <M; Z o ) IR 248
I q+1||L[l<Tq+l,r7q/\TL].x - L +1 l l||L[l(rq+l,(2(rq+l)/\TL].x’ ( )

k=1
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and analogous computation shows

2 6-3p =52 6-3p
~1 Togp

1-——= o
2myp 4my.p 4
o + 0 + IR} |1 .
( Z g+1 g+1 ) l l ||L[(rq+1,(2(rq+1)/\TLJ,x
k=1

Next, we consider the time interval of [0, 0.1 A Tr]. From (I5Ic) that we verified for
g+ 1, weknow v; = vy = O = 044 = 0, which implies due to (I83) that wy,; and dg
and therefore .1 and d4 all vanish. Directly from (2I3) and @I8), this implies that

RO, =RO+R® ~+RS. and R, =R/ +R', , +R (249)

g+l — coml stoc g+l —

I—

IR s <M

Tg+1:0¢ AT lx

~

Working on R?Oml, we estimate for all £ € [0, 0g41 A T7],
RGOl < INQmDllzy + INgom %2 01 %1 (D)l (250)

where from (L68) we see that because ®, and v, vanish on (0, 07411 A T¢],
NOw= (@ +220)® (@ +219) — (& +210) ® (@ + 22 @51)

We can estimate directly for all ¢ € [0, 0441 A Tr], by relying on (146), (I37), (148), and
the embedding H'~*(T?) < L71(T%) due to (I37),

) SN L : -(3£2)
INS (Dl < Myt~ %= while |V, ()l < MLZt ), (252)
k=1
Moreover, for € [t4.1,0) so that [f] < % due to (30) and (144), ©, = v, = z; = 2o = 0 due
to Remark [3.1]so that z; , = 25, = 0; therefore, we can verify

(C] -2 S O 2 (&3
INS Dl < Mlfl™ %= 55 and [INg (0l < My, Y ™50, (253)
=1

On the other hand, forany 0 < #; <, < 0g41 ATy,

2M

e L
”Ncom *x Ol *¢ ﬁZHLllzl.zz]Ll‘ < m
k=1 4mp
Next, for all # € [0, 0441 A TL), as vy, Oy, vgr1, and Oy all vanish due to (I31d) at both

levels g and g + 1, we can estimate by making use of H'~°(T?) < L7 (T3),

(12 — 1) " s (254)

e} -T2
RS (1)l < LIN + L) < My~ 210, (255)
Therefore, applying (232), 234), (233), and (230) to (249) leads to
) ) 1-y2 &3
MR ey,, o SWRIL, o+ AT ATL) it S (256)
At last, considering (236)), (248), and (I32J) at level g leads to
0 A AR YAk v
||Rq+1||L[10»TLM < OgeaMp +2(g + 2)A(Uq+1 HO O )

which verifies (I32B) at level ¢ + 1; analogous computations verify (I32B) at level g + 1.
To verify (I52d) at level g + 1, we first compute forall0 <a < a+h < oy ATy,

2 NS\ e
||Rg)+l||L[la.a+h].x <2(q+ 2)A( kz: (E) + (E) ) (257)
=1

We now focus on the case 7 € [fy+1,0). We have z; = 25 = v, = O, = 0 due to (I43b)
and y = 0 due to (179) so that w1 = dyy1 = 0 and consequently vyy; = Oy 1 = 0 due
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to (I83). Therefore, (143) shows that div IOQ?H = div(zizn ® ziln - ziln ® zizn). Hence, identical
computations to (233)) verify that for all ¢ € [£,41, 0), using the fact that || < |ty41] < % due

to (B0) and (144),

50 -5, e B : -(&2)
IR, Dl < Ml™ > 55 and IR}, (), < My, Y ™0, (258)
k=1

Fort,,1 <a—h < a <0, we can verify using (238) and (I30),

) 1-y2 & s 2 1-3¢e
”Rq+l||Llla7MJ'X < Ah == and “Rq+l||Llla4mM < ZAh nep (259)
k=1
To verify (I52c), we consider the case #,.1 < a < (0g41 AT) —hforh € (0, (g1 ATL) —
t4+1]. We see that the case a > 0 is treated by @2357) while the case a + h < 0 is treated by
239). In case a < 0 < a + h, we can estimate using (238),

6-3p

2 6-3p

3 2
o o o h\ ~ 2mr h 1= Imep
(0} (0] 0} E .
”RqH”Ll = ||Rq+l||L[IH,0].X + ||Rq+l||l‘[10.a+/x].x < 2(6] * Z)A( (E) ’ (E) )’

la,a+h],x
k=1

RZ .1 can be bounded analogously, verifying (152d).

o

Finally, (vg+1, ®q+1,R; +1,1%?+1) can be shown to be {7;},»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 2.112.21
Lemma A.1. ([11, Equation (5.34)] and [3} Sections 6.1-6.2]) Define

(RAOM £ (A + AL fF) - %(5“ + AT YdivATl S, k1€ (1,2,3)

forany f € C*(T?) that is mean-zero. Then Rf(x) is a symmetric trace-free matrix for each
x € T3, and satisfies div(Rf) = f. Moreover, R satisfies the classical Calderén-Zygmund
and Schauder estimates: ||(—A)%(R||ij._>Lg + |[Rllsre + IRllc,c, < 1 forall g € (1,00).
Additionally, we define for f : T?> + R3 such that V - f = 0,

(REF)V = €1 (~A)"'(V x f)F where € is the Levi-Civita tensor.
Then div RE(f) = f, RE(f) = —(RE(f))T, and (~A)2RE is a Calderén-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 Az € S2 N Q3 consisting of vectors & with associated o.n.b. (£,&;, &), ez > 0,
and smooth positive functions y; : B (0) = R, where B, (0) is the ball of radius ez
centered at 0 in the space of 3 x 3 skew-symmetric matrices, such that for all Q € B.(0),

0 = Yeen. Q) (& ® &1 — 61 ® ).

Lemma A.3. ([52, Lemma 3.2]; see also [16, Proposition 2.2], [3, Lemma 4.2]) There
exists aset A, ¢ S$2NQ3 consisting of vectors £ with associated o.n.b. (¢, £1,£,), €, > 0, and
smooth positive functions y; : B¢ (Id) = R, where B, (Id) is the ball of radius ¢, centered
at the identity in the space of 3 X 3 symmetric matrices, such that for all Q € B (Id),

0 = Yeen, V(@) (61 ® £1).
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We can choose Az and A, so that Az N A, = 0 and their 0.n.b.’s satisfy & # fi when
E# & . Weset A= Az UA, and find N, € N such that

{NAE, NAaéL, Nads) C NAS* N2 (260)
We let ¥ : R — R be a smooth cutoff function supported on [—1, 1] such that
2
o= —(dx)zly satisfies fR ¢ (x)dx = 2n. (261)
For parameters 0 < o < r < 1, specified in (38a), we define the rescaled functions:
5026 (3), o0 2 0Hg(2), and o LotY(S). e62)
r o o

We periodize these functions so that we can view the resulting functions, which we con-
tinue to denote respectively as ¢,, ¢, and ¥, as functions defined on T. Then we fix a
parameter A such that Ao € N, as well as a large time-oscillation parameter u > 0!, both
specified in (38a), and define for every & € A

Pe(t, x) = ¢ (ATNA(E-x+ut)),  @e(x) = ¢ (ATNAELX),  We(x) = Wr(AoNpEL-X). (263)
Lemma A4. ([16, Lemma 2.5], cf. [3l Lemmas 5.1-5.2]) For any g € [1,0], M,N € N,
and & # &, the following estimates hold:

VMY Bellc, o < AN pa 37 MNUN - g Mg g 4 [Vl < AMoi T2, (264a)

1.1 1.1 2. _
IVY(@egelllcs + IV (e¥elllcrs < AMri 2072, IIgepede el s 0@ r!, (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 € C*(T?) and k € N. Then
II(—A)_%IP’¢0(gIP’2kf)||L§ Sk 'gllezlflls ¥ g € (1,00) and f € LI(T?). (265)

A.2. Additional preliminaries for the proof of Theorem[2.3l For the purpose of proofs
of Theorems 2.1H2.2] it was convenient to consider T = [—m, nr]; however, hereafter, for
convenience we consider T = [0, 1] by renormalizing. In contrast to o, r, and u in (38a),
we will consider o, ry, r, i, and 7 in (I4I). We can take the same ¥ and ¢ from 261} and
additionally let ¢ : R — R be a smooth, mean-zero function, supported on [—-1, 1] such
that fR Y*(x)dx = 27, The cut-off functions are now defined by

A -1 X A -1 X A -1 X
b, (1) rﬁ¢(—), v, (x) = rﬁ‘P(—), ()27 zw(_).
ry ry r”
We periodize ¢,,,'¥,,, and ¢, so that they can be considered as functions on T. The
intermittent velocity flows and intermittent magnetic flows are respectively defined by

We £ 0 (L NAEr - X+ p0)dy, (rNE - 061, E€ A, UNo,  (2662)
Dg £ Y, (Ar N1 - x + u0)d,, (r . NAE - 0)E2, & € Ao, (266b)

for o.n.b. (£,£1,&) of R? from Lemmas[A2A3} such Wy and Dy are (T/Ar,)3-periodic.
Differently from (263) we introduce

Pe = Gr, (ArLNAE - ), We(x) = Wy (ArLNAE - %), Y (x) = Yy (Ar L NA(E) - X + b)), (267)
We have the following useful identities from [52, Equations (3.11)-(3.12)]:

J[ W._g ® ngx =& ®¢&, J[ D._g ® Dé:dx =606, (268a)
il ol
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JC W§®D§dx=§1 ®§2, JC D§®W§dx=§2 ®§:1, (268b)
o S

div(We ® We) = ' 0,0z ¢361),  div(Dg ® Dy) = 0, (268¢)
div(Ds ® W) = 1" 0,y ¢3€2),  div(We ® Dg) = 0. (268d)

We also introduce
Wg = /l_szleﬁfl x curl(We&), Wsi' = /l_szzlllgl W:£1 sothat We + Wg = curl curl W;,
D £ AN Ay ey, Dy £ ANy, Weby sothat Dy + D§ = curlcurl DE. (269)
Lemma A.6. ([52) Lemmas 3.3-3.4]) Forall g € [1,c0], N, M € N,

(e

M 1_1
) (B gy 19y < Y 270)

N aM
VY0, e lles S 7

Consequently,

N aM -1 N aM vy, 211N aM
”V at Wf”QL‘i +rHrJ_ ”V at Wg”C/Lz +/l ”V at Wg”C/Lz

M
—), foré € A, U Ag, (271a)

M
) . foré € Ae. (271b)

Finally, for &,& € A, U Ag such that £ # £ and any g € [1, oo],

1 2

We petbe; belles S Tiorf (272)

Following [57, pp. 43—44], we let G € C°(0, 1) be mean-zero and satisfy ||Gll2¢r) = 1.
For any 7 € N, we define g¢ : T — R as the 1-periodic extension of 72 G(t(t — t¢)) where 1,

are chosen so that g; have disjoint supports for different &; i.e., g:(t) = X,z T%G(T(n +1t-
t¢)). We also define

() 2 g(ot) that satisfies [|gellymao.y < (T)M7770 ¥ g € [1,00], M €Ny,  (273a)
Tt

he(t) = (gj(s) — 1)ds that satisfies [|hglz~ < 1. (273b)
0 ,
Lemma A.7. ([57, Remark B.2]) Because g, is T/o-periodic, for any n,ny,n, € Ng such
that n; < ny, and g € [1, ), we can write

ny —ny
q — q
“g{-—'lwnq([%‘%] - P ||g£||qu([0yl]) (274)

For arbitrary values of 0 < ap < by, it is possible to find n;,n, € Ny satisfying %‘ <ag <

mrl m o < 2t g that
a (on (on

2
q q q
ey < el o s, (0 = 0+ = gellya o, 275)

Lemma A.8. ([57, Theorem C.1]) Let ¢ € [1,00],m,n € Ny such that m < n, a €
C'(R%;R), f € LY(T%;R). Then for any o € N,

n—m

||af(0")||Lq([g,;—;]d) - ||Cl||Lq([ﬂ ﬂ]d)||f||u(’]rd)

ks

d
q
) lalcosgz. 210l fllscrrs 276)

-1
<ot
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where ||-||co1 represents the Lipschitz norm. In particular, in case d = 1 and f is mean-zero,

-—m

< ——llallcor gz, 2l fllr ey (277)

’ f " a0 fond] < ™
% a

APPENDIX B. FURTHER DETAILS

B.1. Proof of Theorem[2.3] First, the probabilistically strong solution u, b on [0, T ] start-
ing from the given u'™™, b € LY, P-a.s. that was constructed in Proposition[5.3] satisfies

(13637 A46)(153d) SR
(T + 1Tl < N+L+Y MiA T SN+L
q=0
Now we define
(u,b)(©0) = (,D)X(T0),  (B1,B)(®) = (B, BY(TL+1) = (B, B)(Tn),  (278)
7. = (B, BaYhues) V o, YT, (278b)

where the last is defined to be the smallest o-algebra that contains o-({(f?l, Ez)(s)}m) U
o((u, b)(TL)). Let

dzy + (=AY 2,dt + Vpdt =dB,V -3, =0, dzy + (=AY"2dt = dB>, 279)
21(0) =0, 2,(0) = 0.
Then
a1+ o) = O 2T+ (A" (21004 T) = €N 2 (Ty)) = Py,
[z1(t + Tp) — e " 20 (T)]li=0 = O,
(280a)
TL) — e N (T ) A mz( To) — e D" (T ) = db,,
A+ To) e T+ A4 T = O = dba o
[22(t + Tp) — eV (T )]li=0 = 0.
By uniqueness of the solutions to (279), we see that
2:(0) = zu(t + Tp) — "™ 2(Ty) for k € {1, 2). (281)
In comparison to (I37), we now define
Tia 2 inf{t > 01 Cy maxliec(Olgrs L+ 1}
A inf{t >0: Cs maxlizall 1., =L+ 1} AL+ 1), (282)
k=127 ¢ 12
Considering (281), we define
Tray 2inf {t >0 Cs maxaOlgs > AL+ 1)}
A inf{t >0 Cs maxllzll 1  >2(L+ 1)} AL+ 1), (283)
k=12 Ccr

It follows that forall t < Ty — T,

IZeOllg1-s < 2(L + 1), ||2;(||C%,2§L2 < 2(L+ 1) and consequently Tr.; — T, < Tri1. (284)
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We define
Qy 2 (N = 1 < min{llu(Tller, 16Tl }, max{llu(To)lle, 1T} < N} € Fo,

and construct similarly to Proposition[5.3]a solution (ull\' , bll\' ) on Qy to (I2) with (By, B»)
replaced by (Bl, Ez) on [0, TLH] with initial data (u, b)(T) and consequently,

TR DWHPHOWIPN (285)

NeN NeN

is a solution on [0, 77,,] to (I2) with (B, B,) replaced by (B, B), that is {F;};s0-adapted.
Now we define

(w1, b)(1) = (u(r)ltsn it - To) Loz, b(O)Lier, +Bi(1 — TL>1,>TL). (286)

For t < Ty, (u1,b1)(®) = (u,b)(¢) and thus (u;, by) solves the system on [0,7.]. Fort €
(T, Tr1] where Tpyy < Tryq + Tp due to (284),

i (t—=Tr) = u(0) — f (=A)"uy + Pdiv(uy ® u1 — by ® by)(s)ds + By(1),
0

and similar computation for by (¢ — T1) apply and lead to show that (i, b;) satisfies (I2)) up
to T7+1. We now define

o k
Tpa Y Sl (287)

and it follows that T7 is a stopping time and lim,, .., T} = T P-a.s. Moreover, it follows
from (283) and @78) that i, b, (¢) € Frrvs for all n € N. Now let D be any closed domain
in LP(T?) and suppose that

w € {(ity, b)) € DY N AT} + 1 < s}.

We know {(it1,b1)(r) € D} € Fruyy. As T} + 1 < s by assumption, we have {(i1;, b)() €
D} e 7—}2“ C F. On the other hand, immediately we have {T} +t < s} € . Therefore,

{(@t1,b1)(H) € D} N {T; +t<s}e¥F;

and it follows that i1, (t — TZ)IIDTZ) and b (t — TZ)IIDTZI are both measurable with respect
to {#}>0 and consequently, u; and b; are both {F;};>0-adapted.

Lastly, we iterate the steps above. Starting from (uy, bx)(Tr+x) and (g1, bgs1) up to
Tr+k+1, We define

A(t) = u(D e,y + L O 7, <<ty DO = BOLpzry + > b7, <re,o)
k=1 k=1
which become a probabilistically strong solution with the regularity of C([0, co); L? (TN
L2 ([0, 00); L*(T3)). This completes the proof of Theorem 2.3

loc

B.2. Proof of Corollary 2.4 We take L > 1 so that P({Tp > 2}) > % With same
notations from the proof of Proposition[3.3] we take K # K’ such that 3K(T7—2)A3K'(Tr—
2) > C; assuming w.l.o.g. that K > K’, we also choose them such that K — K’ > 2

3T.-2)
and consequently
[BK(T.,—2)-C,3K(T, -2)+CIN[3K' (T, -2)-C,3K' (T, -2) +C] = 0.

This, along with (I63)), implies that the laws of (ug, bg) and (ug., bx-) are different, com-
pleting the proof of Corollary 2.4
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