arXiv:2511.22023v1l [math.AP] 27 Nov 2025

Sharp non-uniqueness for the Boussinesq equation with

fractional dissipation

*

Zipeng Chen' * and Zhaoyang Yin'!
1School of Science,

Shenzhen Campus of Sun Yat-sen University, Shenzhen 518107, China

Abstract

This paper focuses on the d-dimensional (d > 2) Boussinesq equation with fractional dissipation

(=A)® on the torus. We show that the uniqueness property breaks down within the function space

2a
2a—1

l<ax %. Moreover, the weak solutions we construct are smooth outside a set of singular

2
LYLY for any p < when 1 < a < % and the function space L' L for any ¢ < oo when

times with Hausdorff dimension arbitrarily small. This result is sharp, as weak-strong uniqueness

2a
holds in the space L7~ Lg°.
Keywords: Boussinesq equation, Convex integration, Non-uniqueness

AMS Subject Classification: 35Q30, 76D03

1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the following d-dimensional (d > 2) Boussinesq equation:

O + div(v @ v) + Vp + (—A)* = ey,
(1.1) divv = 0,
040 + div(vh) + (=A)*0 =0, V(t,z) € [0,T] x TY,

where T > 0, T? is the d-dimensional torus and eq = (0,0,---,1). Here, v,p,# represent velocity,
pressure, and temperature, respectively. The Boussinesq equation serves to model large-scale atmo-
spheric and oceanic circulations underlying cold front formations and jet stream behaviors (see [34]).
Moreover, the Boussinesq equation is indispensable for investigating the Rayleigh—-Bénard convection,
which is one of the most widely studied convection phenomena (see [9, 10 [I8]). Let us first present
the notion of weak solutions in the distributional sense to .

Definition 1.1. Let (ug,0p) € L*(T?). A pair (u,0) € L7, is a weak solution of with initial
data (ug, 8p) if the following hold:
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e fora.e. t €[0,T], u(t) is weakly divergence-free.

e For any ¢ € C®°(R x T4 RY) with divé =0 and ¢(t) =0 if t > T,
T
/ uo(x) - $(0,2) dr = 7/ / u- (Op— (—A)Q 4+ u- Vo) + Oeq - ¢ drdt.
Td o Jrd
e For any ¢ € C®(R x T R) with 1(t) =0 ift > T,

T
Bo(x) - (0, z) dz = —/0 [0 @ = (=8)"0 - V) da

Td

Moreover, we call the weak solution (u,0) is generalized Leray-Hopf weak solution if (u,0) belongs to
L L2 N L2 HS and satisfies

o

(1.2) u(t ||L2+2/ I(—2) S u(s) 2 ds<||u0|\L2+2/ / feq - ududs,

a

(1.3) 1)1z +2/ I(=A)%0(s)I1Z ds < [|6o]|72-

)

COnsider the famous Navier-Stokes equation:

Ov + div(v ® v) + Vp — vAv = 0,
dive =0,
v(0) = vy,

Leray [28] first proved that there exists a weak solution in L>°(R*; L2(R%)) N L2(R*; H'(R%)) for any

L? solenoidal initial data, which satisfies the energy inequality
¢
o)1 +20 [ IVel)lads < ool Ve 0.

In the case of smooth bounded domain with Dirichlet boundary conditions, Hopf [20] derived an
analogous result. This category of weak solutions is nowadays known as Leray-Hopf weak solutions. In
the present time, the uniqueness problem for Leray—Hopf weak solutions of the Navier—Stokes equations
remains an open question. However, significant breakthroughs have been made in the uniqueness,
regularity, and global existence of solutions to NS equation within broader function spaces. The most
relevant result to this article is the Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin criteria [25] 26] 37, B8]. It states that

if a Leray-Hopf weak solution belongs to the critical or subcritical regime:
2 d
LPLY  with = + — <1,
p q

then uniqueness is guaranteed for Leray—Hopf solutions with the same initial data (more precisely,
we need CyL? rather than L°LZ when p = co). Moreover, belonging to such functional spaces also
implies the regularity of Leray—Hopf solutions [I7), 24, [39]. For the 3D hyperdissipative NS equation,

[42] proves that uniqueness holds in the critical or subcritical regime

% 3
LPLY with — + 2 <20 — 1.
p q



2 MAIN RESULT AND OUTLINE OF THE PAPER

It’s known that weak solution of NS equation will stay unique in the critical or subcritical regime
due to LPS criteria. But in the supercritical, uniqueness may break down and there have been many
non-uniqueness results. Buckmaster-Vicol [5] first proved the non-uniqueness of finite energy weak
solutions to 3D NS equation, which is based on the convex integration scheme and the LZ2-based
intermittent spatial building block. Using the same method, Luo-Titi [33] extended the above result
to 3D hyperviscous NS equation with fractional hyperviscosity exponent less than the Lion exponent
%. Luo-Pu [30] showed the non-uniqueness of CY L2 weak solutions to 2D hypoviscous NS equation.
In [6], Cheskidov-Luo used the temporal intermittency method and proved the sharp non-uniqueness
of NS equation on the class LY L when p < 2. This is the first sharp non-uniqueness counterexample
near the endpoint of LPS criteria. In [7], Cheskidov-Luo established sharp non-uniqueness on the class
L LI when ¢ < 2 for the 2D NS equation, which is another endpoint of LPS citeria. For the 3D
hyperdissipative NS equation with fractional hyperviscosity exponent beyond Lion exponent, Li-Qu-
Zeng-Zhang [29] showed the sharp non-uniqueness in the supercritical space in view of the generalized
LPS criteria.

In these papers of proving non-uniqueness results as well this one, the convex integration method
stands as the most crucial tool. De Lellis-Székelyhidi [I3] [14] first introduced the convex integration
scheme into the incompressible Euler equation. The convex integration scheme has been fully developed
in recent years, for instance [1} 2 [3], 8] [T11, T2} [T6], 2T], 23]. The resolution of Onsager’s conjecture marks
a major milestone—specifically, Isett [22] resolved the conjecture for the 3D case (see also [4]), and
Giri-Radu [19] achieved the same for the 2D case.

Driven by research on Onsager’s conjecture regarding the Euler equation and the non-uniqueness
of weak solutions to the Navier-Stokes equation, a natural question arises: do analogous results hold
for the Boussinesq system? For the 3D inviscid Boussinesq equation without thermal diffusion, Tao-
Zhang [40] showed the existence of C# periodic weak solutions with the prescribed kinetic energy where
B € (0, %) Miao-Nie-Ye [35] proved the Holder threshold regularity exponent for LP-norm conservation
of temperature of this system is % The existence of periodic weak solutions belonging to C* with
B € (0, %) and possessing the prescribed kinetic energy was demonstrated by Xu-Tan [41]. For the 2D
Boussinesq equation with thermal diffusion, Luo-Tao-zhang [31], [32] constructed the Holder continuous
dissipative weak solutions with the prescribed kinetic energy and showed the non-uniqueness of finite
energy weak solutions.

2 Main result and outline of the paper

The main theorems of this paper is formulated in Theorem and Theorem |2.2] which shows non-
uniqueness of weak solutions for the Boussinesq equation (1.1]).

Theorem 2.1. Let d > 2 be the dimension and 1 < o < %. Forany 1 <p< 202[—%1, if (u,0) €
LELX(T?) is a weak solution of and has at least one interval of regularity, then there exist
infinitely many non-generalized-Leray-Hopf weak solutions in LI}LZO(’]Td) of with the same initial

data.

2a
Theorem 2.2. Let d > 2 be the dimension and 1 < o < 4. For any q < oo, if (u,0) € L7 'L
1s a weak solution of and has at least one interval of reqularity, then there exist infinitely many
2a
non-generalized-Leray-Hopf weak solutions in L{*~' LY of with the same initial data.



2 MAIN RESULT AND OUTLINE OF THE PAPER

Remark 2.3. Theorem[2.1 and Theorem[2.9 represent the first results establishing the sharp nonunique-
ness of the Boussinesq system, and the proof can also be adopted for the NS equation. However, the
proof of Theorem or Theorem 18 not valid in the case a > %. More precisely, we can not
balance the oscillation error which comes from convection term and the linear error (see Section ,

which is the same obstacle encountered in [29].

Due to the similar structure of NS equation, the Boussinesq system (1.1) may possess the same
weak-strong uniqueness properties in the critical or subcritical regime. More precisely, we have the
following theorem, which corresponds to an end point (2251 ,00) of generalized LPS criteria and reflect

that non-uniqueness results of Theorem and Theorem are sharp.

2a
Theorem 2.4. Let (u,0) be a weak solution of and 1 < o < H2 such that (u,0) € L7 " L.
Then (u,0) is a generalized Leray-Hopf weak solution and unique in the class of generalized Leray-Hopf

weak solutions.

We introduce the Boussinesg-Reynolds equation:

Opv 4+ div(v ® v) + Vp + (=A)*v = feq + divR,
(2.1) dive =0,
0¢0 + div(v0) + (=A)*0 = divS,

where R is a symmetric matrix function and S is a vector function.

The following proposition serves as the basis for the proof of Theorem or Theorem [2.2

Proposition 2.5. Let d > 2 be the dimension, 1 < a < %, 1<p< %, q < oo and € > 0. For

any smooth vector field v € C*([0,T] x T%RY) and smooth function p € C*°([0,T] x T4 R) with

/ v(t,z)de =0, dive =0 and p(t, z)dz =0,
Td T4

there exist weak solutions (u,0) of and a set
I'=UZ(a;,bi) C [0,T]
such that the following holds.
e The weak solution (u, ) belongs to LY.L and satisfies
lu=vllzpre +110 = pllpre <e
d+1

Moreover, if 1 < a < =, we have

lu—v|| 20  +[0—p|] 22 <e

Lq%u—l LZ Lq%a—l LZ

o (u,0) is smooth on I x T?. Moreover, (u,0) coincides with the unique smooth solution with the
ingtial data (v(0,2), p(0,z)) and is also reqular near t =T.

e The Hausdorff dimension of the residue set S = [0, T|\I satisfies

dH(S) <e.



3 CONCENTRATION OF THE REYNOLDS STRESS ERROR

The rest of the paper focuses on the proof of Proposition We will use the iteration scheme
and there are two steps of construction. In Section [3] we use the gluing procedure introduced by
Tsett in [22], to concentrate the stress errors into many smaller sub-intervals. This step will make the
singular set of the limit have a small Hausdorff dimension. In Section [4 and [5] we add the suitable
perturbation using the space-time convex integration method to reduce the size of the Reynolds stress
error (R,S). Finally, in Section |§|, we conclude the proof of Proposition Theorem Theorem
232 and Theorem 2.4l

3 Concentration of the Reynolds stress error

In this part, we employ gluing technique to concentrate the Reynolds stress errors. The support of
the new Reynolds stress errors will be scaled down to our needed degree. At the same time, the
new Reynolds stress errors will almost keep its LLL" norm and the perturbation in velocity or in
temperature will be arbitrary small in L®HZ.

We introduce the notion of well-preparedness of solutions to from [6], aiming at ensuring that
the singular set in time has a small Hausdorff dimension.

Definition 3.1. Let € € (0,1). We call smooth solution (v,0, R, S) of are well prepared if there
exist a set I and a length scale T > 0 such that I is a union of at most 7~ many closed intervals of
length 57 and

R(t,z)=0 and S(t,x)=0 if dist(t,I°) <.

Proposition 3.2. Let 0 < € < 1 and (u,0, R, S) be a well-prepared smooth solution of of some
set I and length scale 7. For any 1 <r < oo and § > 0, there exists a universal constant C(r,e,d) > 0
and a well-prepared smooth solution (4,0, R, S) of some set I and length scale T such that the following
holds.

(1) The set I and the length sacle T satisfy

(3.1) fCI,{071}§éfand%<g.

(2) The new Reynolds stress error R and S satisfy

(3.2) R(t,z) =0 and S(t,x)=0 if dist(t,I°) < 3%,
(33) IRl sy < ClRI Ly Ly I1SIcazr < ClSIlLarr-

(3) The velocity perturbation @ — u and the temperature perturbation 6 — 6 satisfy

(3.4) supp(i —u) C I x T, supp(d — 0) C I x T,

(3.5) @ —ullpge e <6, 16 — Oll e e < 6.

3.1. Gluing procedure

Firstly, we construct (@,0, R, S). Let 7 > 0 and € € (0,1), we define

T
t; =17, Viel0,—].
TE€
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Here we assume Tl is always an integer without loss of generality. For any i € [0, % — 1], let v; :

[ti,tiv1] — T¢ and ¢; : [t;,ti11] — T be the smooth solutions of the following Boussinesq system
Opv; + div(v; @ u) + div(u ® v;) + div(v; @ v;) + Vp; + (—A)*v; = ¢eq — divR,
dive; =0,
O + div(ug;) + div(v;) + div(vi¢;) + (—A)%¢; = —divS,
Ui(ti,x) = gbl(tl,x) =0.

(3.6)

The next step involves gluing {v;} or {¢;} together to form a new solution: this new solution is the
exact solution of the Boussinesq equation on the majority of [0, T], with the error being supported on
multiple disjoint small subintervals. We define smooth cutoff functions {y; : [0,T] — [0, 1]} as follows.

For any i € [1, £ — 2],

1 ifty+7 <t <ty —7,

xi(t) £ . N _
0 1ft§ti—|—§ort2ti+1—
and
1 if0<t<ty —7
Xo(t) = _ )
0 lftztl—*
and
L)1 ifte 4T <<,
Xlgﬂ(t): _
T 0 ift<tr 1—‘1-%

We define the new velocity

and the new temperature

Using (3.6, we have
Oyt — A0+ div(i © @) + Vp =beq + divR + (9, — A*) (D xivi)
+ Z xi (div(u ® v;) + di\l/(vi ®u)) + Z Zdiv(v; ® v;)
=0ey —zi— divR + Z OLXi - Vi 1
—|—Z —x, Ydiv(v; ® v;) —|—Zx, (—=divR + 6;eq) — inti.

Thus, we introduce new concentrated Reynolds stress and new pressure as

1—ZX1R+RZ&X1 v; +Z — Xi)vi ® Vi,
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PEP+D Xt
Here R : C*°(T%; R9) — C>(T9; $9*4) is an antidivergence operator (see[B.1)). Therefore, we have
Oyt + (—A)*a + div(a @ @) + Vp = feq + divR,
diva = 0.
Following the same procedure, we define

S&(1- in)s + g(Z Aixi - 0;) + Z(Xf ~ xi)v; - 6i.

Here G : C®(T%R) — C>°(T%;R?) is another type of antidivergence operator (see [B.1)). Finally,
(@,0, R, S) satisfy the Boussinesq-Renolds equation:

oy + div(a ® @) + Vp + (=A)*u = fey + divR,
diva =0,

90 + div(uf) + (—A)*0 = divS.

3.2. Proof of Proposition

In the above subsection, we define (@,0, R, S). In this part, we prove the proposition First, we
present an additional proposition that quantifies the corrector v; and ¢; with respect to the time scale

7 as well as the forcings —divR and —divS§.

Proposition 3.3. Let d > 2, (u,0, R, S) be smooth functions, 1 <r < oo and 6 > 0. There exists a
universal constant C,. depending only on v and dimension d such that the following holds.
If 7 is sufficiently small, then the smooth solutions (v;,¢;) to (3.6) on [t;,ti1] satisfy

(3.7) ”(Uia ¢i)||L°°(t7‘,,tz+1;H§f(Td)) <9,
(3.8) IRvill Lo 814327 )y < Ch
(39) ||g¢i||L°°(ti7ti+1;LT(']I‘d)) < CT'HS”Ll(ti7ti+1;LT(Td)) + Cr7u79(577'6,

|RI 21t #0507 (1)) + Crou,067°,

here the constant C,,, ¢ depends only on r, u and 6.

Proof. Since T is sufficiently small, is obtained directly by using the standard energy estimate
and continuity method. In the following, we focus on the demonstration of .

Denote by Py the Leray projection operator. Applying antidivergence operator R to both sides of
the first equation in , we have

(8t + (—A)Q)R’l}i = —R]P’Hdiv(vi Ru+uQQU; +v; ® Ui) - RIP)HdIVR + RIP’H((j)Zed)

By (3.7) and the fact that RPydiv is a Calderon-Zygmund operator on L"(T%) and t;,1 —t; = 7°,

we obtain

HRPHdiV(Ui RUFuUuRU; +v; ® ’Ui) + RPHdiVRHLl(ti,ti+1;LT(T4))

<Cr(lviullpr e ti, 1oy + 107 1Lt b asr @y + WRIN L1 6 400007 (7))
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(3.10) <CH (7 Nullnge villge, + 7 lvillZoe, + IR L1 (s1 0 0:2m(ra)))

(3.11) SCTHR||L1(ti’ti+l;Lr(Td)) + Cr 0,007,
Due to Theorem and the fact that ¢; has zero mean, we obtain
(312) ||R]P>H(¢ied)||L1(ti,ti+1;LT(Td’)) S O’l"|¢i||L1(ti,ti+1;LT(Td)) S CT,U,GCS%G'

Combining (3.10)), (3.12) and property of the Heat equation, it follows that

||Rvi||L°°(ti,ti+1;LT(Td))
SCTH — RPHdiV(’Ui RUFURU; +1; & ’Ui) — RPydivR + R]P)H(¢ied)||L1(ti’ti+1;LT(Td))
SCrlRI L1t b 41507 (1)) + Cru,0075,

which gives (3.8)). The proof of (3.9) is similar, here we omit the detail. O
Finally, we complete the proof of Proposition

Proof of PropOfition [3-4 Let 7 be sufficiently small such that 107¢ < 7 and 7 < 7. We define the
set on time axis I in Proposition as follows,

- 5T 5T
I= = — i+ — .
_U [tz oot }
i€
where ¥ = {i € Z:1<i < L and (R,S) # Oon[t;_1,t; + 3] N [0,7]}. Thus the temporal support
and the well-preparedness of (%, 0, R, S) follow easily from the definition of {y;} and (R, S). We only
need to verify I C I and we argue by contradiction.
If there exists a € I N I€, then there exists i € 3 such that
5T 5T

| C ltici ti + =,

57, .
2

27" 2
(Rv S)|[ti,1,ti+5§] # 0,

(Ra S)|(a—r,a+7—) = 0,

aE[ti—

which contracts the fact that [t;_1,¢; + 2F] C (a — 7,a + 7) due to 107° < 7.
In the following, we focus on the estimates of (u, §, R, S). Due to the definition of R and the triangle

inequality, we get
IRz zr <11 = xXillege IR pa s + Y 10xill oo IRvill e e + > Ixi = X3l v @ vill e -
i [ i

By the definition of {y;}, we have the following trivial bounds in time:

(3.13) (= innL;o <1,
and for any i € [0, Z — 1],

(3.14) 10uxill s, <1,
(3.15) Ixi =Xl S 7
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Combing (3.13)), (3.14), (3.15) and Proposition [3.3] we obtain

IRl Ly oy S NRILsry + Y (Crll Rl t0ss;nr(ray) + Croupd79) + ) 677
T T

Using the fact that >, 7 < >~ 7° < T and choosing 7 sufficiently small, we get
||R||L1TL;, < C|Rl Ly Lr-
By the definition of {x;}, (3.1)) and Proposition we have

@ —ullpgerra < | ZXiUiHL%OHg <.

2

Using the same method, we can obtain the estimate of (, S), the proof is omitted herein for brevity.
O

4 Convex integration in space-time

This section concentrates on reducing the size of the Reynolds stress by using the convex integration
method. The main step is to construct a suitable velocity perturbation w and a suitable temperature
perturbation s such that

U =1u-4+w, 6=0+k

solve the Boussinesq-Reynolds equation with smaller Reynolds stress R and S. Here we present the
main proposition of this section.

Proposition 4.1. Let d > 2 be the dimension, 1 < a < %, 1<p< 2251 and q < oo, there exists

r > 1 such that we have the following.

Let § > 0 and (4,0, R, S) be a well-prepared smooth solution of for the set I and the length
scale T, there exists another well-prepared smooth solution (u, R,0, 5) of for the same set I and
the same length scale T such that the following holds.

(1) The new Reynolds stress error R and S satisfies

(R, S) L1 or <0
(2) The velocity perturbation w = i — @ and the temperature perturbation k = -6 satisfy

supp, (w, k) C I,
[ (w, &)l 2o, 71x1) < MR, S)|lL1(f0,77%T)>
[(w, k)l Lz oo < 0.

Moreover, if 1 < a < %, we have

[(w, I jzap <0

2a—1 q
L2
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4.1. Concentrated Mikado flows

Firstly, we recall the stationary Mikado flows that are introduced in [12]. They serve as the key spatial
building blocks in the convex integration method. What we use are called concentrated Mikado flows

that can be found in [6, Theorem 4.3] or [29, Section 4.1]. Here we recall ej, = % for any k € A.

Proposition 4.2. Let d > 2 be the dimension and A C Z% be the finite set given by Lemma . For
any k € A and p > 0, there exist two smooth functions WY T¢ - R and Pl T¢ — R such that the
following hold.

(1) For any k € A, W} and ®); satisfy

Ul = AP
(2) For any k € A, Wiey is divergence-free, solves the stationary Euler equations without pressure
(4.1) div(Vhe, @ Uhey) =0,
and can be written as a divergence of a skew-symmetric tensor
(4.2) Uie, = divQ,
which Qf is defined as follows,
Q2 e, @ VO — VO, @ ey
(8) For any k € A, 1 <p < oo and m > 0, there holds
o d=1_d-1
p T e ray Smop T

gyd-1_d-1
VTR o pay S w2 TR

£, w7 =1,
(4) For any k # k' € A and 1 < p < oo, there holds
(9% Wl Lr(rey S pl=1o5,
In the above estimates, the implicit constants are uniform with respect to p.
Denote
W £ Uhey.

{W}'} are called the concentrated Mikado flows and p is spatial concentration parameter.

4.2. Temporal intermittency and space-time cutoffs

For obtaining estimates in L% L3 or L;% L1 estimates, implementing temporal concentration during
the construction of perturbation is a necessary step.

Let g € C((0,T)) and I > 0 be a large constant which will be determined later. We define a
T-periodic function g; : R — R that satisfies

a(t) =12g(it), Vte[0,T].

10



4 CONVEX INTEGRATION IN SPACE-TIME

In order to cancel the high temporal frequency due to the temporal concentration, we define the

following temporal corrector.

t
h(t) & / gi(s) —1ds, Vte[0,T].
0
From the above definition, we can easily obtain the following estimate.

Proposition 4.3. For any p € [1,00] and v,m € N, we have

(4.3) 107" (g1(v) 2. S (0™ 1275,
(4.9) lgr ()l 2, =1,
(4.5) [hilloge < 1.

Here the implicit constants in above estimates hold uniformly in temporal concentration parameter |

and temporal oscillation parameter v.

In the following, we define two cutoff functions. The first is to meet the hypotheses in Lemma
and the second is to ensure the well-preparedness of (i, ]%, 5, 5')

We define a smooth, monotonically increasing function ¢ : [0, 00) — [0, 00) that satisfies

2R 21 o1y xm)

§@) =99

To

if0 < [z < |(R, S)ll1(jo,7xT)>
if [z > 2[|(R, S)|| 2 (jo,7)T)-

Here 7 is the constant given in Lemma [A.1] We denote
p(t,x) 2 €((R,S)(t,2))), ¥(t,z) € [0,T] x T

Then we immediately obtain

R(t,x)

Id —
p(t, x)

€ B, (Id), V(t,x) € [0,T] x T4,

and according to Lemma

R(t,x)

T}, (Id — 0

)

is well defined.
To guarantee that (Q,R, 0, S*) is well-prepared for the set I and the length scale 7, we define a
smooth temporal function f : [0, 7] — [0, 1] that satisfies

1 ifdist(¢, I¢) > 2T,

fo=9q o2
0 ifdist(¢,I°) < 7.

4.8. Construction of the new perturbation and the new Reynolds stress error

We recall four parameters for the perturbation:
(1) Temporal oscillation v € N and temporal concentration x > 0.

(2) Spatial oscillation o € N and spatial concentration p € N.

11
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We define two amplitude functions:

oult,) £ ) ()plt. )11 = 20,
bi(t, ) 2 gui(wt) f()p(t, z)émi((fj gff) T (1d fff? )

where I'y, and - are given in Lemma Since I' is bounded below by a positive constant ¢y > 0
from Lemma [AT] by, is well defined.

The principle part of the new velocity perturbation w® and the new temperature perturbation
x(P) are composed of the amplitude function and the concentrated Mikado flow with oscillation:

(4.6) wP(t, x) Zak (t,x)W) (ox)ey,
keA

(4.7) kP (t, 1) Z b (t, )W (o).
keA

Note also that w(®) is not divergence-free. To rectify this, we introduce the divergence-free corrector:

(4.8) wO(t,2) £ 0 Vag(t,x) : Qi (ox).
kel

Thus, by (4.2),

w?) 4w =07y " ay(t,2)div Q) (ox) + 07 Y  Vag(t,z) : Qf (ox)
keA keA

= o 'div()  ax(t,x)Q (ox)).

keA

Since ay(t, z)Q is skew-symmetric, w® 4+ () is manifestly divergence-free.
To achieve a balance for the high temporal frequency component in the interaction, temporal

correctors are introduced herein.

(4.9) w®(t, ) £ v hy(vt)PydivR,
(4.10) kO (t, ) £ v hy(vt)divs,
w® is obviously divergence-free.

In summary, by the above definition, we define the total velocity perturbation and the total tem-
perature perturbation:

w2 w® 4@ 4 y®
Kk Z ]P)#O,i(p) + KW,
where P denotes the projection onto non-zero Fourier modes. Here we note that w is divergence-free
and ~ has zero mean.

Having defined the perturbation in the prior part, we focus on the construction of the new Reynolds

stress. First, we carry out the computation of the interactions associated with the principal part:

(4.11) div(w® @ w® + R) = div Z(ak)Q(\II‘g)Qek ® ex + R| + divRyar,
keA

12



4 CONVEX INTEGRATION IN SPACE-TIME

(4.12) diV(w(p)li(p) +5) =div Z akbk(\llg)zek + S| +divSyar,
keA

where Ry, and Syq, denote the nonlocal interactions between Mikado flows with different directions
and are given by

(4.13) Rfar = Z Rdiv (agap Vi (ox) ¥l (ox)e, @ exr) ,
k!
(4.14) Star = Z apby Vi (ox) WY, (ox)ey,.
k#k!

By a direct computation and Lemma we obtain

_ R _
div()_ ajer @ ey + R) = div lng?(ms)p Y TiId— —)ep @ep+ R
keA keA P

=div [f2gl2(l/t)pld — f2g’R+ R]
= V(f2gi (vt)p) + div [(1 — g7 (1)) R] ,

and

_ g _
div() " apbrer @ e + ) = div [ng?(ws)p > w(=Z)en+ 8
keA keA P

=div [(1 = f?g7(vt))S]
=div [(1— g7 (vt))S],

where the last equality in both is valid due to (3.2)) and the definition of f. Using the definition of w(®
and k(). we have

(4.15) div(z aler @ e + R) = V(292 (vt)p) — 0w + divRyses — v~ VA divdiv(d, Rhy(vt)),
keA

(4.16) div(z apbrer ® ex + S) = —ou® + diviSose,t,
keA

where Rysc+ and Sysc+ denote temporal oscillation error and are given by

(4.17) Roset 2 v hi(vt)O4R,
(4.18) Soset = v hy(11)0;S.

Applying (4.1) and the two bilinear operators introduced in Proposition we deduce

(4.19) div > " ap(Uh)? = Dex @ e = Y V(a7) - (¥4)* = 1)ex @ e,
keA keA

—leZB ak P (U (ox)er @ W (0x)er))

keA
and
(4.20) div Z akbk((\l’g)Q — ek = Z e - V(akbk)(\lll,:(ax)Q -1
keA keEA

13



4 CONVEX INTEGRATION IN SPACE-TIME

=div ) BlexV(abi), P2V} (02)?).
keA

Here we note that (4.19) and (4.20) have zero spatial mean. Thus, we define two spatial oscillation
errors

(4.21) Rosew 2 B(V(a3),Pro(Vh(0x)er @ ey)),

(4.22) Sosc,a: é B(ekV(akbk),P¢o\I/Z(Ux)2).

Combining (4.11f), (4.12)), (4.15)), (4.16), (4.19) and (4.20), we obtain

(4.23) div(w® @ w® + R) 4 9w =V (f2g2(vt)p) — v~ VA divdiv(d; Rhy(vt))
+ divR e, + divRoses + divRose 2,
(4.24) div(w(p)n(p) +9) + Opk® =divStar + divSose,t + divSose o

As usual, we define the correction error and the linear error:

(4.25) Reor 2 RAiv((w + w®) @ w+ w® @ (w +w®)),
(4.26) Riin 2 R(01(w” + w') + (—A)*w + div(Z ® w + w ® 1) — Key),
(4.27) Suor 2 Gdiv(wr® + (W + w®)x®)),

(4.28) Stin £ G(01KW + (=A)*k + div(uk + wh)).

Finally, we let the velocity 4 and 0 of Proposition be

G=tu+w, 6O0=0+k
which leads to the Boussinesq-Reynolds system
Oyt + div(a @ @) + VP + (—A)*0 = feq + divR,
diva =0,
9,0 + div(ah) 4 (—A)*0 = divS,
with
p=p— frgi(wt)p + v AT divdiv(0; Rhy(vt)),
R = Rfar + Rosc,t + Rosc,m + Rcor + Rlina
5’ Sfar + Sosc,t + Sosc,:}: + Scor + Slin~

Here we briefly check the equation with temperature in the Boussinesq-Reynolds system. By (4.24)

and the definition of S, we have

9,0 + div(af) + (—A)*0 =,0 + div(ah) 4+ (—A)*0 + 8k + div(ak + wb 4+ wk) + (—A)%k
=divS + 9,k + div(wP kP + div(ak + wh) + 9, PLo® + (—A)%k

+ div {om(t) - ‘*’][ KP4 (0 1 w®)®
Td
=divS,

where div(w fps k) = 0 is due to the fact that w is divergence-free.

14



5 PROOF OF PROPOSITION[4.]]

5 Proof of Proposition 4.1

In this section, we complete the proof of Proposition Since the claim that (4, R, 5, S’) of 1) are
well-prepared for the set I and the same length scale 7 and supp,(w, ) C I follows easily from the
definition, we omit the proof. We only need to choose suitable parameters and prove that the new
perturbations and the Reynolds stress constructed in Section [4]satisfy estimates of Proposition [£.1} We
denote C' are those constants independent of the parameters (v, o,[, 1) but depending on (@, 0, R, S).
We recall the exponents p and ¢ are the ones given by Proposition 4.1

5.1. Choice of parameters

We fix two parameters § € (0, %) and r € (1,2) as follows:
Case A: 1 <a< %
Firstly, the first parameter 5 > 0 satisfies

1 1, 2a d—1 1 1 5
(5.1) (§_5)2a—2(d_1)+T_(§_];)(6+ﬁ)ﬁ<_B’
1 2a-1 5 d—1
(5.2) (5 =55 )6+ —7)8 ~ . < =B,
(5.3) 2;f S(d—1)—(6+ %)ﬁ > 2,
d—1 5
(54) 20—2 72a€2>2ﬂ'

Then, fixing 8 as above, we choose r € (1,2) such that

d
(5.5) d——-<p.
r
Since p < 22: and1<a<d—;1,we easily deduce
1 1, 2« d—1 2« d—1
- — - d—1 — <0 d—1 0 —1>0.
(2 p)2a—2( )+ 7 <~ 2a—2( )>0, 200 — 2 >

Hence, we can choose 8 > 0 sufficiently small to satisfy the above.
In case A, We choose the parameter [, v, o, u as follows,
vEN,

l é Agggg(d_l)_(ﬁ"r a5_1),37

.
wE N

Case B: a =1

We choose S > 0 and r which satisfy

108 <d—1 and d—g<ﬁ.

In case B, We choose the parameter [, v, o, u as follows.

I/é)\ﬂ,

15



5 PROOF OF PROPOSITION[4.]]

lé Amax{2 £+2B}

d— 1+2B
- a Z%M_1+2ﬁ _ )\Qmax{Z (1 } 1—i—2[5’7
=D}

In both cases, we choose A > 0 is large enough so that v,0 € N and the value of A will be fixed in

the end. The parameter S we choose above immediately implies [, v, o, u > 1.

Lemma 5.1. Let l,v,0, 1 be chosen above, for any 1 < a < d“ , there holds

(5.6) BTt <A
(5.7) o W) S < A
(5.8) 172 (op) tp T~ < AP,
(5.9) o tuds =5 < A8,
(5.10) 72 <A P
Moreover, if 1 < a < d“, we have

13— 2;(11”&7(17 <A\~ B

d+1)

Proof. We only prove the inequalities in Case A (i.e. 1 <a < and the proof in Case B is similar.

For the first inequality -, it suffices to show that

(5o50-1- 0+ 28) (5

200 — 2 -1

which is exactly identical to (5.1)).
The second inequality (5.7)) is equivalent to

d—1 58 2 5 d—1 d—1
_(20172_1_2 )+ﬁ (a2(d_1> (6+a)5>—1+—T§—B.

Thus, direct computation

d—1 1 506
200 — 2 200 — 2

1 2c 5 d—1
~ V484 5 (gl 1) = (6+ -2 )8) 1= 5% = -2
and (5.5) immediately imply (5.7]).

Similarly, the third inequality (5.8)) is equivalent to

1/ 2a 5 d—1 583 d—1 d—1
_2(2a—2(d_1) (6+1>/3)+<2a_2‘2a_2>(2“‘1)+z‘ =8

Thus, (5.5) and the fact that

1/ 2 5 d—1 53 d—1
_2(2a2(d_1)_( a1>5>+<2a2_20¢2)(2a_1)_ ;¥

give (5.8).
Moreover, (5.3)),(5.4) and (5.5) imply directly (5.9) and (5.10).

16




5 PROOF OF PROPOSITION[4.]]

In the case 1 < a < %, by 1) we have

G- 25 (oo -1 - 6+ o)) + 450 - =

2 2a a—2 a—1 2 q
1 2a-1 5 d—1
(5~ )6+ B -
< 757
which immediately implies ([5.1)). O

5.2. Estimates on perturbation

We first show the estimate on amplitude functions aj and by, their definitions and Proposition
immediately give the following results.

Lemma 5.2. For any r € [1,00] and m,n € N,
107 V™ ar, OF V™ by )| pee < CwA)™127 7

Moreover, we have

o0 b)) S )| plt,)d).

Using Proposition [£.2] and lemma we obtain the following estimate on the principal part of the
perturbation.

Proposition 5.3. Let § > 0. If X is sufficiently large, then we have
(W ®, Pror®) | g oo <6,
@, Pror®)llzg zz S 1RSI, -
Moreover, if 1 < a < %, then we have

@, Pror®)|| e <3,

L2e-trg

Proof. We first focus on the estimate of (. By the definition of x®), Proposition and Lemma
b.2] we have

||P¢0’€(p)||L;Lgo < ||H(p)||L';L;° + ”P:OH(MHL’%L;Q

S Z 0%l L2 Lo 15N oo =+ 1Dkl L2 Lo [V M 22
keA

which by Lemma [5.1] implies that
(5.11) Pk ® || Lo o < CAF.

Similarly, if 1 < a < %, we have

(p) (p) (p)
Baon®l ey, < WP ey, + [B=on®]

2a
2a—1 yq
T z T Lz

17



5 PROOF OF PROPOSITION[4.]]

<lebkll s, H‘If“IILq + [loxl oy II\I’ZIIL;

keA
d—1 1_ 2 1 2a—1
SCMT_TZ _T 27 T2«
(5.12) < CX\ 7P,

In the view of Proposition [4:2] Lemma [5.2] and Lemma [C.I} we obtain

||”v(p)HL2(Td) S Z 108 (t) || L2 (v 19 1| £2 () + o i
keA

(5.13) < a(t)( / plta)da)t +oHC,

Applying Lemma [C.I] once again, we infer that

T
(5.14) | a0t [ ott.apiedr S |(R Sy, +Co
0 Td o

where we use the fact that f g? =1 and thanks to the definition of p.

Thus, combining ([5.13]) and -, we have
1

- - 1
167 202 S IR SIF, +CO 2 402,

l\)

Moreover, since

P=or® 202 S 6P|z 2

S Ibkllrzne %2y

keA
< Op 7,
we obtain
(5.15) IP2ox® 1z 2 S IR, S)Z, +Cw 240784 pu=).

Finally, if X is sufficiently large, (5.11)), (5.12)) and (5.15|) give the desired results. The estimation

procedure for w(®) is analogous to that employed for £, so we omit the proof.

O

Compared to the principal perturbation w® and k), the divergence-free corrector w(® and the

temporal corrector (w®), £*)) are much smaller.
Proposition 5.4. Let § > 0. If X is sufficiently large, then we have
(e)
||OJ ¢ ||L?Lg° < 57
1
||W(c)||L§L§ < (R, S)‘|Z%w7
and

1w, &)Lz, < 6.

d+1

Moreover, if 1 < a < , we have

@l <6

L2a 1Lq
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5 PROOF OF PROPOSITION[4.]]

Proof. By the definition of w(®), Proposition and Lemma we have

o ipree S o7 D IVarlli ree 19 (o)1 25e

keA
< Co W3 vyt
(5.16) <Co'p
and
iz S o™ IIVakllzz e 19 (o)l 2
keA
(5.17) <Cotp .

By the definition of (w®, k®)), Proposition [4.3| and Proposition we deduce
(5.18) I, K O)1zs, < o fhllzge < Cv

Similarly, if 1 < a < d—;l, we have

]| 2 ‘IZIIVakII or, M%)l
keA L3
< o
(5.19) <Cotut

Thus, if A is sufficiently large, (5.16]), (5.17), (5.18) and (5.19)) give the desired results.

Combining Proposition (5.3)) and Proposition (5.4)), we easily derive the following proposition.
Proposition 5.5. Let § > 0. If X is sufficiently large, then we have
[(w, K)o <6,

— —_ 1
@, 2z 2z S IR Sz -

Moreover, if 1 < a < %, we have

5.3. Estimate on Reynolds stress error

Having completed the estimates for the perturbation, we now turn our attention to estimating the
Reynolds errors R and S in this part.

Proposition 5.6. Let § > 0. If X is sufficiently large, then we have

H( o0sc,t osct)”LlLv <5

||< 0SC, T oscw)”LlLr <(5

I(Bsars Spar)llLi oy <0
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5 PROOF OF PROPOSITION[4.]]

Proof. The first estimate follows easily from the definition of Rysc: and Sosc,: and Proposition SO
we omit the proof.

In the view of (4.22)), Proposition Lemma Lemma and Lemma we deduce

1Sosc.cllzy oy = 11D BlewV(anbe), Pro ¥l (02)*) | 1 1
keA

S IV (arbi) Ly collG Pro Wl (02)?|
keA

<ot Z ||V(akbk)||L1TC; ||\Il’l;||%zr
keA

_ d—1
Cvo_fludflfT

AP,

IA N
Qi

Since the estimate of Ros. , is similar, for A sufficiently large, there holds
|| (Rosc,x; Sosc,z) ||L;L; S J.
By (4.14), Proposition and Lemma we have
HSfarHLlTL; S Z ||ak||L§Lgo||bk'||L§L;°||‘I’ZL‘I’g/||L;
k#k!
< C_',ud_l_g
<N

where the last inequality follows from (5.5)) and estimate of Ry, is similar. Taking A sufficiently large,
there holds

|(Rgars Sgar)liyry <0

Proposition 5.7. Let 6 > 0. If X is sufficiently large, then we have
[(Riin, Stin )l 3Ly < 0.
Proof. We first divide the linear error Sj;, into three parts:
1StinllLs Lr < ||gat/‘?(p)\|L1TL; +1G(=2) k]l 1 Lr +[1G div(ar +wb)| L1 L,
£ Ly + Lo+ Ls.

Estimate of Li:
Using (4.7)), Proposition Lemma [5.2] Lemma [B.2] and L7, boundedness of G div, we deduce

16" bW ()11 1

keA

G <Z div(dsby, - VO, (0-)) — V,by, - vq>g(a-)>

keA

Ly

0_—1

LLL7
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5 PROOF OF PROPOSITION[4.]]

<ot (Z 10ebkll Ly, 2= IV @ ()|, + IIVatbkllLlTL;OIIV‘I’L‘(G')|L;>
keA
d—1

< C_'U_l(ul)l_%u_l"'%_ T
(5.20) <OX 7P,

where the last inequality follows from Lemma [5.1
Estimate of L»:
By LI, boundedness of GV, we deduce

Ly S IV 6Py e + VP 6Oy g

Thanks to the interpolation estimate, Proposition [£.2] Lemma Lemma we have

d—1_d—1
2

(5.21) Ly S CI 2 (op)? T4 ClTT < ONE

Estimate of Lj:
By L’ boundedness of G div, we have

(5.22) Ly S llaw + whll s r S Cll(w, 6)ll L poe-

Finally, combining (5.20)), (5.21)), (5.22)) and Proposition implies the desired result of Sy, if
A is sufficiently large. Since the estimate of Ry, follows a similar logic, we omit the corresponding

proof. O
Proposition 5.8. Let 6 > 0. If X is sufficiently large, then we have
| (Reors Scor)ll L1 Lr < 6.
Proof. By , L boundedness of G div and Holder’s inequality, we deduce
ISeorllzsry S (wllzz, + 18Pz )Nz 1 + 0Pz, + 15D 1L,),s

where ¢ satisfies

11,1
r 2 m

Therefore, due to Proposition Proposition [5.4] and Proposition [5.5, we have

(5.23) |Seorllzgzr < Clo™ u™ 4775 4w <OA7,
Thanks to the estimate of w(®):

_ ~ -1 — _1_4d=1
o'z pp S 07" D IVanlliz pee 195 (o)l < Co™tp 7175

keA
Hence, the desired result of S.,, follows from ([5.23)) if X is sufficiently large. As usual, the estimate of
R,y is similar, so we omit the proof. O

Combining Proposition 5.8] we can easily get the following result.

Proposition 5.9. Let § > 0. If X is sufficiently large, then we have

I(R. 3z < 6.
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6 PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS

6 Proof of main results

In this section, we give a detailed proof of Proposition 2.5 Theorem [2.I] Theorem [2.2] and Theorem
24

Proof of Proposition[2.5 Let v and p be the smooth functions given in Proposition[2.5] We define
(UQ, 90, Ro, So) as fOHOWb,

Up = v,

bo = p,

Ry=R (atUO + (7A)QUO + div(uo X UO) — 906d) R
So=G (6t90 + (—A)ago + div(uoﬁo)) s
where R and G are inverse divergence operator on T? defined in Lemma
Since (ug, fp) are mean-free, (ug, 0o, Ro, So) solves (2.1). Combining Proposition and Proposi-

tion we can construct a sequence of well-preparedness weak solutions {(uy, 0y, Ry, Sy)} the set I,
and length scale 7, as follows. For any n € N*, {(uy, 0, Rn, Sn)} satisfy

8, 2 27" min{||(Rn-1, Sn—1)ll 11 L7, €},
[(Rns Su)llLtzy < 0n,
1t~ 0.0~ )1z < MI(Rcr o)l < Mo,
(i = 1560 — B )l 2 < O
(un(0,2),60,(0,2)) = (u(0,z),0(0,z)).

d+1

Moreover, if 1 < a < , we have

I(wn, — 1,00 — Op_1)|| 20 <b,, VneN".

L2e=trg
Therefore, there exist (u,0) € L§.L3° N L7, such that
(Un,0n) = (u,0) in LELPNLY,,
1(w,0) = (v, Pl L2onrz, <6

2
and (u,0) is weak solution of lb fl<acx d+1, (u,8) will additionally belong to L7*~' L% and
satisfy

1(w,0) = (W, Pl j20, , <€

2a—1 q
T Lz

For the structure of the intervals of regularity of (u, ), it is similar to [6, Theorem 1.11] and we give
a brief proof. We denote I,, and 7,, the set and length scale of the well-preparedness of (uy,, 0, Ry, Sy).
Note that for any n € N

Suppt(un+1 - un79n+1 - en) - In;

-
T+l < ?n and I, C I41.
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6 PROOF OF MAIN RESULTS

Let

12 J 5o, 1},

n>0

where the complement is considered with respect to [0,7]. Due to the fact that each I, is a finite

union of closed intervals, I can be expressed as a union of countably many open intervals:

I = U(GJZ‘, bz)

i>0
Since for any m > n,
(In)C C (Im)c C (Suppt(uerl - um79m+1 - 9m>)c7

we have (u,6) = (u,,0,) on IS for each n € N. Hence we deduce that (u,f) € C>(I x T9).
As each I, is a union of at most 7,, ¢ many closed intervals of length 57,,, we have

([0, TNI) = dp ([ Tn) = dy( Iim I,) <e,

n— 00
n>0

which gives the desired result for the Hausdorff dimension bound. O

With the aid of Proposition non-uniqueness of weak solutions for the Boussinesq system (|1.1)
can be derived.

Proof of Theorem{2.1l Let d > 2 be the dimension, 1 < o < £, 1 < p < ;22 Without loss
of generality, we suppose that (u,6) € LL.L3° is a smooth weak solution of (1.1)). Let f be a smooth
function on [0, 7] x T¢ with

1Al o (ry2.my:02) = 1.
For any m € N, We define
Um = U, 9m29+m(1_X)f7

where x is smooth function on [0, 7] satisfying

Then by Proposition there exist weak solutions { (i, 0m)} of (1.1 satisfying

Um(0) = um(0) = u(0) ,  [ltm — umHLl;Lgo <

AN
N N

0 (0) = 0,(0) = 0(0) , |0 — Ol 12 1o <
Moreover, we have for any m € N

Hém”L’,}Lg > H9m||Lng - ||ém - gmHL’;Lgo

> ml|fllLeryaryiez) = 100zece = 16m = Omllr Lo
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1
Zm— HGHL;L;O B
and for any m # m’ € N

Hém - ém’HL‘}Lg > ||9m - QM’HL’;Lg - ||9m - émHL‘}Lg - ||9m’ - ém’”L‘;Lg
> |m — ||| fll oo (rj2,myi02) = 10m = Omll 2 Lo = 16mr = O || 12 L0
1

2|m—m’|—§.

Thus (@, ém) is not a generalized Leray-Hopf weak solution when m is large enough and (@, ém) +
(U 5m/) if m # m/. Therefore, there exist infinitely many non-generalized-Leray-Hopf weak solutions
in L8 L°(T?) of (1.1) with same initial data. O

_2a
The proof of Theorem is analogous, except that we replace L. L° with L>* ' L4 for 1 < a <
%. Next, before proving Theorem we show two Lemmas which easily imply Theorem

_2a
Lemma 6.1. If (u,0) € L™ ' L3° is weak solution of , then (u,0) is generalized Leray-Hopf weak
solution.

Proof. Using standard Galerkin method, we know there exists a weak solution (@, §) satisfying

O+ u-Vi+ Vp + (—A)*u = fey,

divu = 0,

00 +u-VO+ (=A)*0 =0, VY(t,x)c[0,T] x T,
(0) = u(0),

(0) = 0(0),

i~

|

and the energy inequality

||L2 —|—2/ [(=A)Za(s ||L2 ds < ||a(0 ))||L2 +2/ / feq - udrds, VYt € [0,T],
10()]172 +2/ I(=2)%6(s)l[72 ds < [10(0)[|72, V¢ € [0,T].

Thus we only need to show
We denote

and (w, p) satisfy

0w +u - Vw + Vp + (—A)%w = peg,

divw =0,

op+u-Vp+ (=A)p=0, VY(tz)e€[0,T]xTd,
w(0) =0,

p(0) = 0.
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By the definition of weak solution, for any ¢ € C§°([0,T) x T4 R?) and o € C$°([0,T) x T%R),

we have

T
(6.1) —/ / w- (O —v(=A)*d +u- Vo) + peq - dpdxdt =0,
o Jrd

T
6.2) _/0 /T P (9 — K(=A)* + - Vib) dadt = 0.
O

By [29, lemma B.4], we know for any F' € C§°([0,T] x T% R?) and f € C5°([0,T] x T R), there
exist (®, W) € L¥PL2 N LAH" satisfying

0P — (—A)*DP +u- VP =F,
divd =0,
o(T) =0,
and
OV — (=A)*T +u- VU = f,
W(T) = 0.
Therefore, we can use ¢ = ® and ¢ = V¥ respectively in and as test functions, resulting
in w =0 and p = 0, which finishes the proof.
Lemma 6.2. Let d > 2, 1 < a < 42 and (u1,601), (us,02) be two generalized Leray-Hopf weak
solutions of with same initial data. If (u1,01) belongs to L%%l[/go, then (u1,61) = (uz,62).

Proof. Let w:=u; —ug and p := 01 — 03, we derive that

Ow + (=A)%w +uy - Vug — ug - Vug + VP = pey,
divw =0,
w(0) =0.

and

Oep+ (—A)*p+uy - VO —ug - Vb =0,
p(0) =0.

_2a
Using the mollification argument and the fact that (ui,60;) € L7* " L° and (ug, 62) is generalized
Leray-Hopf weak solution (see [27, Chapter 12]), we have

up - (w- V)wdzds| + 2

(6.3) [lw(t ||L2 —|—2/ [IVw( HLst <2 peq - wdzds|,

Td Td

(6.4) (812 +2 / IV p(s)][3ds < 2 / Wem V)p duds|.

By Holder’s inequality and interpolation inequality, we obtain

[ur - (@ - V)wl|

te NS S [l ||W||L§°L;4;||VW||LEQL3

2
L2oa=T((0,t);L3°)

25



B ANTIDIVERGENCE OPERATOR

21 1
S ”ulnmiil((O,t);L,‘;,o)HOJHL?OLgHvawHLiw7
and
162+ Dplleg, S 101 gm0z I VP22
1-1 e
S0, 22 gy Il 22 105 IV
We denote

t t
f(t) := max [|w(s)]|7 +2/ IV (s)[|72 ds + max |[p(s)]|7 +2/ IV p(s)]|72ds.
s€[0,t] @ 0 « s€[0,t] @ 0 @

Thus, using Young’s inequality and combining (6.3]) and (6.4]), we obtain

—1((0,)

t
70 < Cllun ), gy o SO+ C [ 101

Since || (u1, 91)HL2§31 (0011 tend to 0 when ¢ tend to 0, we obtain (w, p) = 0 when ¢t is small by

Gronwall’s inequality. Finally, using continuity argument, we know (w, p) = 0 for any ¢ € [0, T, which

finish the proof.
O

Proof of Theorem [2.7] Combing Lemmal6.1] and Lemma[6.2] we immediately obtain Theorem
L

A  Geometric lemma

The geometric lemma from [I5] plays an important role in the convex integration method. Here we
recall an extension version of the geometric lemma from [40], which is suitable for the Boussinesq
equation. We denote that Sng is the set of symmetric d x d matrices, B,.(Id) is the ball in ng‘i with

center Id and radius r, and e, = % for any k € R%.

Lemma A.1. There existro > 0, co > 0, a finite set A C Z¢, smooth functions {Ty, € C=(B,, (Id);R)}ren
and smooth functions {vi € C®°(R%R)}ren such that

I'w(R) > co, VRE€ B, (Id),

R=) T}(R)ex ®ex, VRE B, (Id),
keA

F=> w(fler, VfeR:

keA

B Antidivergence operator

We recall two types of antidivergence operator R introduced in [I5] and G introduced in [40].
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C IMPROVED HOLDER’S INEQUALITY

Proposition B.1. There exist two linear operators R : C®(T%RY) — C=(T% 584 and G :
C>=(T%R) — C>=(T% R?) satisfying

divRv =v — / v, Yve& C®(T%4RY),
Td

divgf = f—/ f, VfeC™(T%R).
Td

Actually, R and G act as the degree -1 operator and we have the following theorem (see detailed
proof in [0, Theorem B.3].

Proposition B.2. Let 1 < p < oo. For any vector field v € C(T%R?) and any function f €
C>(T%;R), it holds that

[Rv||L» (Td) ||”||Lp(1rd)
1Gf e (ray S 11 f Lo (rey-
Moreover, if v € C°(T% R?) and f € C5°(T%;R), then there holds
||RU(U')HLP(1N) S U_1HU||LP(W)7 Jor any o €N,
1Gf (o)l Loray S o I fllLocray, for any o € N.

We introduce two bilinear operators B : C®(T¢,RY) x C®(T4, R¥>*4) — C=(T4, S§*?) and B :
C>=(T% R) x C>°(T%,R) — C=(T¢,R?%). The two operators share similar properties and permit us to

obtain a derivative of the last argument. we define two operators as follows.

B(v,A) £ vRA — R(VvRA), V(v,A) € C®(T% RY) x C°(T? R¥*?),
B(f,9) £ 1G9 - G(VGg), V(f,9) € C=(T*R) x C=(T*R).

Proposition B.3. Let 1 < p < co. For any (v, A) € C®(T% R?) x C(T4,R¥>*?) and (f,g) €
C>(T4,R) x C>=(T4,R). The following holds,

divB(v, A) = vA — vA
diB(f,g) = fg - 7[ 1o,

and

B(v, A)llLe(ray S [vllerxa) IRAN Lo (rey,

I1B(f, 9)lecrey S I fller oy l|Ggll Lo ray-

Proof. This follows immediately from the definition of B and B and Proposition Here we omit
the proof. 0

C Improved Holder’s inequality

We recall the improved Hélder’s inequality from [36] Lemma 2.1] (see also [0, Lemma3.7]).
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Lemma C.1. Let p € [1,00] and f,g: T? — R be smooth functions. Then for any o € N, we have

_1
lg- flo)llze S Nglizellfllze + o7 llgller [l fllze-
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