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SHARP NONUNIQUENESS FOR THE FORCED 2D NAVIER-STOKES AND
DISSIPATIVE SQG EQUATIONS

FRANCISCO MENGUAL AND MARCOS SOLERA

ABSTRACT. We prove a sharp nonuniqueness result for the forced generalized SQG equation. First,
this yields nonunique H S-energy solutions below the Miura—Ju class. In particular, this shows that
the solutions constructed by Resnick and Marchand for the dissipative SQG equation are not neces-
sarily unique. Second, this establishes nonuniqueness below the Ladyzhenskaya—Prodi—Serrin class
for the 2D Navier—Stokes equation, as well as below the Constantin—-Wu and Dong—Chen—-Zhao—Liu
classes for the dissipative SQG equation.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

In this paper, we apply Vishik’s approach [65, 66, 3, 13], together with our previous work [14]
with Castro and Faraco, and Golovkin’s trick [36, 28], to address the nonuniqueness for the forced
2D Navier—Stokes equation and the forced dissipative Surface Quasi-Geostrophic (SQG) equation.

Both systems can be written as particular cases of the generalized SQG equation with fractional
dissipation (with A = (—A)1/2):
(1a) 00+ v-VO+ A0 = f,
posed on [0, 00) x R?, for some given external force f(¢,) and initial datum 6°(x)
(1b) Oli=0 = 6°.
The velocity v(t, x) is recovered from (¢, x) through the a-Biot-Savart law
(1c) v=—-V+A*"20.
We refer to the system (1) as the (a, 8)-SQG equation, for the range of parameters

0<a<l, 0<B8<3+a.

We note that the 2D Navier—Stokes equation corresponds to the choice & = 0. In this case, (1c)
reduces to the standard Biot-Savart law, and therefore § = V= - v represents the vorticity w. The
standard 2D Navier—Stokes equation corresponds to § = 2, while the regimes 8 < 2 and § > 2 are
usually referred to as the hypo-dissipative and hyper-dissipative cases, respectively.
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The dissipative SQG equation corresponds to @ = 1. The intermediate range 0 < a < 1
interpolates between Navier—Stokes and SQG and is commonly referred to as the generalized SQG
equation. In addition, we refer to the case without diffusion as the a-SQG equation

(2) o +v-Vl=f,

coupled with the initial condition (1b), and the a—Biot—Savart law (1c). In the absence of diffusion,
the extreme cases @ = 0 and a = 1 correspond to the 2D Euler and SQG equations, respectively.

In the recent groundbreaking works [65, 66], Vishik successfully established nonuniqueness for
the forced 2D Euler equation below the Yudovich class (see also the clear exposition in [3], as well
as [5] for the vanishing viscosity limit). The proof is based on the self-similar instability scenario
proposed by Jia and Sverdk for the 3D Navier-Stokes equation [40]. Remarkably, Albritton, Brue,
and Colombo built upon these ideas to construct the first nonunique Leray—Hopf solutions for the
forced 3D Navier—-Stokes equation [2]. Very recently, Hou, Wang, and Yang completed the first
rigorous (computer-assisted) proof in the unforced case [39].

In [14], together with Castro and Faraco, we proved nonuniqueness for the a—SQG equation (2).
To this end, we first simplified Vishik’s proof in [13] by constructing smooth, compactly supported
unstable vortices, and then carefully adapted the argument to the generalized SQG equation without
diffusion.

The aim of the present work is to show that the vortices constructed in [14] can also be used
to establish nonuniqueness in the diffusive setting. First, we follow Vishik’s spectral argument to
treat the diffusion as a perturbation. Second, we apply Golovkin’s trick [36], recently rediscovered
by Dolce and Mescolini [28], to bypass the nonlinear instability step.

1.1. Main result. We present the main nonuniqueness theorem for the («, 5)-SQG equation (1),
formulated in the Bochner spaces LPTW® = LP([0, T], W*%(RR?)). Recall that § € W9 means that
A®9 € L9. In this first version (Theorem 1.1), we consider the full range of parameters. In the
subsequent sections, we derive several interesting corollaries as particular cases, which we divide
into two groups. See Sections 1.2 and 1.3 for precise definitions and references.

(1) H*-energy solutions, where the integrability exponents are fixed (p = co and ¢ = 2) and
the regularity exponent s varies:
e Theorem 1.3 yields nonunique solutions 6 € C,H*® N L?H +5 for s + 68—« < 1. The
case a = 1 shows sharpness of the Miura—Ju class: s < 2 — . .
—2 atpB—

e Theorem 1.4 yields nonunique solutions 6 € CtH z N L%H 2 for B <2+ 5.

— The case a = 0 recovers the Leray—Hopf nonuniqueness v € CyL? QL%H 2 for the
hypodissipative 2D Navier-Stokes equation of Albritton and Colombo [4].

— The case a = 1 yields nonunique Marchand solutions § € Cy H =i L}H T for
the dissipative SQG equation when 8 < %
e Theorem 1.5 yields nonunique solutions § € C,L? N L?H 2 for B < 14 a. The case
« = 1 shows nonuniqueness of Resnick solutions when § < 2.
(2) LYLY-solutions, where the regularity exponent s is fixed (specifically, s = —1,0,1) and the
admissible ranges of p and ¢ are determined:
e Theorem 1.6 yields nonunique solutions v € LYLY to the 2D Navier-Stokes equation
(a =0, 8 = 2) below the Ladyzhenskaya—Prodi—Serrin class: Z% + % > 1.
e Theorem 1.7 yields nonunique solutions # € LYLY? to the dissipative SQG equation
(e =1,8 < 4) below the Constantin—Wu class: % + % > [ —1.
e Theorem 1.8 yields nonunique solutions VO € LP'L? to the generalized SQG equation
(0 <a<1,B8 <3+ a) below the Dong-Chen-Zhao-Liu class: g + % >pf—a+1.
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Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < a <1 and 0 < B < 3+ «. There exists a force f for which there are two
distinct solutions 61 and 02 to the («, 5)-SQG equation (1) with 6° = 0. Moreover,

(3) A*9; € LPLY,  A"f e LYLY,
forallr,s > —1 and 1 < a,b,p,q < 0o in the regimes

B B

2 2
(4) —+->s5+pF—aq, —+->r+28—-a.
P q a b

Moreover, for p = oo the solutions are continuous in time
2
A0 € CtLT forall —>s+p—a,
q
and belong to the critical space

A°G; e LfOLSH?*a forall s<a—p42.

Remark 1.2. We provide several clarifications and refinements of Theorem 1.1:

(i) The solutions are global in time. However, the integrability in time degenerates as t — co.
Thus, equation (3) must be understood as LP([0,T]; L4(R?)) for all T > 0.

(ii) The solutions are smooth for all t > 0. Thus, they satisfy the (a, 5)-SQG equation (1) in a
classical sense. At time t = 0, they satisfy the equation in the weak sense:

/OO/ (006 + 0v -V — OA ¢ + AL fAQ) da dt = —/ 0°(z)¢(0, z) d,
0 R2 R2

for all test function ¢ € C°([0,00) x R2). In our case, the right hand side vanishes since
6° = 0. We recall that the weak formulation makes sense provided that 0,0v, A='f € Ltl’x.
First, Theorem 1.1 directly yields 0, A=1f € L%’x. Second, we claim that 0;v; € Lix. On
the one hand,

2
9; € LYLY  for é+7>ﬁ—a.
p q
On the other hand, since vj ~ Ao‘*lé?j, we have

r 2
v; € LV LT for f,—i—q,>5—1.

By imposing 1% =1- % and % =1- %, we get the condition B — a < % + % < 3, which is
possible provided that § < 3 + «.

(iii) The statement for p = oo follows from the fact that 8° = 0 together with the bound

1(2_ o
18565 0)]1 o 5 7 (70754),

(iv) The behavior in (iii) extends analogously to other functional settings. In general, one obtains
0; € CiY for any supercritical space Y, whereas 0; € LY \ C/Y for any critical space
Y. For instance, the two distinct solutions to the forced 2D Navier—Stokes equation in
Theorem 1.6 satisfy

v; € L°BMO™.

This does not contradict the global well-posedness for small data established by Koch and
Tataru [45], since continuity fails and the forcing is too singular at t = 0. Remarkably,
nonuniqueness in BMO™' has been recently established—for large data without forcing—on
T3 by Coiculescu and Palasek [21], and on T? by Cheskidov, Dai, and Palasek [17).
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1.2. Nonuniqueness of energy solutions. In this section, we examine the ranges of parameters
for which the nonunique solutions from Theorem 1.1 are H®-energy solutions:

0 € CLH® N L2H™5.

That is, these solutions are continuous in H %, corresponding to p = oo and ¢ = 2, with an additional
gain in regularity due to diffusion. The natural space for the forcing term associated with the H*®
energy estimate is
. . B
feLIH + L{H**.
For a = 1 and 0 < 8 < 2, Miura [60] and Ju [41] established local well-posedness for the
dissipative SQG equation in the critical case s =2 — :

0 € C.H> P N L2H>5,

This result was extended to global-in-time solutions in the critical case § = 1 by Dong and Du [31].
Earlier, Constantin, Cérdoba, and Wu [23] proved global existence of solutions with § € L H! and
uniqueness in the class § € L H? for the critical SQG equation with small L°° initial data.

As a corollary of Theorem 1.1, we deduce nonuniqueness whenever s + 8 — «a < 1. In particular,
for a = 1 this shows the sharpness of the Miura—Ju class, namely s < 2 — 5.

Theorem 1.3 (Nonuniqueness of Hs—energy solutions). Let 0 < a <1 and 0 < 8 <2+ «. There
exists a force f for which there are two distinct solutions 01 and 6y to the (a, 8)-SQG equation (1)
with 6° = 0 such that

0; € CLESNL2HE,  fe LLA L2 %,
foralls+ 0 —a<1.

Proof. The nonunique solutions correspond to those constructed in Theorem 1.1 with ¢ = b = 2.
First, taking p = co and a = 1, we get

A*0; € C,L?, ASf e LiL?,
provided that £+% >s5+ 0 —aand %—i—% > s+ 20 — « . Second, taking p = a = 2, we get
ASTS0; € [P, A5 fe L2

provided that g +2> (s+ g) + B — a and g +2> (s— g) + 25 — a. All these conditions are
equivalent to s+ 3 — a < 1. O

Next, we examine the ranges of o and 3 for which the nonunique solutions from Theorem 1.3 are
of Leray—Hopf type. By this we mean that they satisfy an appropriate form of an energy inequality.
We distinguish two well-known energies:

(5) M) = 0O e and E() = L]100)]3.

These correspond, in the inviscid case, to the Hamiltonian and the L?-Casimir, respectively, since
they are conserved when f = 0. In the viscous case, a standard energy estimate shows that classical

solutions to the («, )-SQG equation (1) satisfy, for both s = QT_Q and s = 0, the energy identity

1 t 1 t
—1o)|% 0% dt' = =|16°|% / 0) ;. dt’.
(6) 2|| @)l s+/0 | ”H~9+§ 2|| 1% + ; (f,0) g

For weak solutions obtained as limits of suitably regularizing mechanisms, the energy identity holds
in the form of an inequality.
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1.2.1. HQT_Qfenergy solutions. We begin by discussing the more familiar case of the 2D Navier—
Stokes equation. For aw = 0, the vorticity w := V- v plays the role of the temperature , and the
(divergence-free) velocity field v satisfies the (fractional) Navier—Stokes equation

(7) O —+v-Vu+Av=—-Vp+yg,

where p is the pressure and g an external force. Applying the curl to the momentum equation (7)
yields the vorticity formulation

(8) dw +v-Vw+ ANw=f,

where f = V1 . g. Note that (8) is simply (la) with @ replaced by w. Recall that v and g are
recovered from w and f, respectively, through the Biot-Savart law: v = V*A~lwand g = VFA71f.

In the celebrated work [48], Leray proved the global existence of solutions to the standard
Navier—Stokes equation (5 = 2)

ORS CtL2 N L%Hl,
by constructing a regularizing sequence for (7) and then passing to the limit using the compactness
provided by the energy inequality

1 ¢ 1, . ¢
(9) ﬂwwé+AHVMéMS2wH§+A@wMMﬁ

These solutions are usually referred to as Leray—Hopf solutions, also recognizing Hopf’s contribution
in the setting of bounded domains [38]. Observe that (9) corresponds to (6) with an inequality for
a =0 and s = —1, since the Hamiltonian can be written as

1 1
H= Ll = llvle.
Moreover, for § = 2 the quantity
1 1
£ = Sllwl = 5IVel;

corresponds to the enstrophy, which satisfies (6) with an inequality in two dimensions, namely

1 t 1, . t
(10) IOl + [ 1Valadt < Gl + [ (e ar.
This control allows one to conclude that the Navier—Stokes equation is globally well posed in the

Leray—Hopf class for 8 = 2. However, as mentioned previously, uniqueness of Leray—Hopf solutions
- B
(11) veCLLPNILIH?,

no longer holds in the hypodissipative case 8 < 2, at least in the presence of forcing [4].
For the dissipative SQG equation, for which H = %HOHZ_; , Marchand proved in [54] a natural
2

extension of Leray’s existence theorem in the class
. . B—1
(12) 0cCH 2NI2H =,

which we refer to as Marchand solutions. s

As a corollary of Theorem 1.3, we deduce nonuniqueness of H 2 -energy solutions for 3 < 2+ 5.
On the one hand, this recovers the result of Albritton and Colombo on nonuniqueness of Leray—Hopf
solutions (11) for the hypodissipative 2D Navier—Stokes equation [4]. On the other hand, it shows
that Marchand solutions (12) are not necessarily unique for 8 < % This exponent coincides with
the uniqueness threshold introduced by Lions for the 3D Navier—Stokes equation [49], as evidenced
by the nonuniqueness results of Luo and Titi [53], and of Khor, Miao, and Su [42].
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Theorem 1.4 (Nonuniqueness of Leray-Hopf and Marchand solutions). Let
0<a<l, 0<B<2+g.

There exists a force f for which there are two distinct solutions 61 and 02 to the (o, 8)-SQG equation
(1) with 8° =0 such that
a+B8— . a—§—2

(13) 0; c CHT NLZH" 2,  feLlH*T NI

Moreover, they satisfy the energy identity (6) with s = O‘T_Q

Proof. The nonunique solutions correspond to those constructed in Theorem 1.3 with s = 252.

2
Since these solutions are classical for ¢t > 0, they satisfy the energy identity (6)

1 2 ’ 2 ! _ 1 2 ! /
(14) SOOI aa + / 10,112 asgez At = Z10;(t0)I1% a2 + / (£.07) o2 A

0

for all 0 < tyg < t. Letting ty) — 0 and using (13), we obtain the same identity for ¢y = 0. O

Nonunique Leray-Hopf solutions to the unforced hypodissipative Navier-Stokes equation on T3
were constructed by Colombo, De Lellis, and De Rosa [22] for 0 < f < %, later improved to
0<pB< % by De Rosa in [27]. Nonuniqueness for the dissipative SQG equation on T? was also
established—under suitable Holder regularity of A~'—by Buckmaster, Shkoller, and Vicol [9], and
in the forced case by Dai and Peng [25]. Earlier, Buckmaster and Vicol [10] constructed the first
nonunique solutions v € CyL? N L? HY—for some small v > 0—to the Navier-Stokes equation on
T3 (see also [52, 53, 11, 8, 57, 43, 37, 63, 20]). These works rely on convex integration, introduced
in fluid mechanics by De Lellis and Székelyhidi for the Euler equation [26]. More recently, Palasek
and Coiculescu combined this method with dyadic models to establish nonuniqueness for critical
Navier-Stokes data [21] (see also [17]).

As mentioned in the introduction, nonuniqueness of Leray—Hopf solutions to the Navier—Stokes
equation in R3 has been established by Albritton, Brue, and Colombo in the forced case [2], and
very recently by Hou, Wang, and Yang in the unforced case [39].

1.2.2. L?-energy solutions. Prior to Marchand’s existence theorem, Resnick had already applied a
Leray-type argument—based on the energy &£ rather than H—to deduce the existence of solutions
to the dissipative SQG equation

(15) 0 € CL2N L2 %,

which we refer to as Resnick solutions. In the subcritical regime S > 1, these solutions become
instantly smooth, as shown by Constantin and Wu [24]. In the critical case § = 1, Caffarelli and
Vasseur proved that such solutions are at least Holder continuous for positive times [12]. It is worth
emphasizing that these results do not imply uniqueness. For smooth initial data, Kiselev, Nazarov,
and Volberg [44] proved the existence of a unique global smooth solution § € LW 1,

As a corollary of Theorem 1.3, we deduce nonuniqueness of L?-energy solutions in the regime
B <1+ a. For a = 1, this shows that Resnick solutions (15) are not necessarily unique for g < 2.

Theorem 1.5 (Nonuniqueness of Resnick solutions). Let
0<ac<l, 0<p<l+a.
There exists a force f for which there are two distinct solutions 61 and 02 to the (o, 8)-SQG equation
(1) with 6° = 0 such that
0; € C,L2NLXHS,  fe L'L*NI2H 5.
Moreover, they satisfy the energy identity (6) with s = 0.

. _ . _ _2
Proof. It follows analogously to the proof of Theorem 1.4 by taking s = 0 instead of s = 5=. [
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1.3. Nonuniqueness in LL? spaces. In the previous section, we saw that uniqueness need not
hold within the natural class of energy solutions. For the Navier—Stokes equation, the classical
works of Prodi [62], Serrin [64], and Ladyzhenskaya [47] showed that uniqueness can be recovered
by additionally assuming that the solutions belong to suitable LY L? spaces. Similar criteria were
later established for the generalized SQG equation.

In this section, we explain how Theorem 1.1 yields sharp nonuniqueness results for specific
values of s. We observe that the complement of the regimes appearing in Theorem 1.1 can be
interpreted as a generalized Ladyzhenskaya—Prodi—Serrin condition. While such conditions are
known to guarantee uniqueness for certain parameter ranges (see the references in this section), it
remains an interesting open question whether uniqueness holds throughout the full range.

We begin by discussing the more familiar case of the standard 2D Navier—Stokes equation, and
then turn to the generalized SQG equation.

1.3.1. The Navier-Stokes case. For a = 0 and 8 = 2, the Navier—Stokes equation (7) reads as
(16) ow+v-Vo=-Vp+Av+g.

The Ladyzhenskaya—Prodi-Serrin (LPS) criterion asserts that if two solutions v, and vy of the
Navier-Stokes equation (16) in dimension d > 2 satisfy
vj € VLY with g—!—cj <1,
P q
for certain ranges of ¢ to be discussed below, then necessarily v; = vo.

This uniqueness criterion was first proved in [62, 64] under the stronger assumption that the v;
are Leray solutions (later shown to be smooth in [47]), that is, they satisfy the energy inequality
(9) in the range d < ¢ < oo. The extension to the critical endpoint ¢ = d and p = oo was
obtained through the uniqueness result of Kozono and Sohr [46], whose corresponding smoothness
was established by Escauriaza, Serégin, and Sverdk in [33].

Without assuming the Leray condition (9), the same uniqueness criterion for d < ¢ < oo was
proved by Fabes, Jones, and Riviere [34]. The critical endpoint ¢ = d and p = oo turned out to be
more delicate: one must additionally impose time continuity, namely

v E CtLd,

for d = 2,3, rather than only v € L{°L? (see e.g. [35, 56, 61, 50]). Interestingly, for dimensions
d > 4 this time-continuity assumption is no longer needed [50].

As a corollary of Theorem 1.1, we deduce nonuniqueness below the Ladyzhenskaya—Prodi—Serrin
class for the forced 2D Navier-Stokes equation. The extension to the generalized SQG equation
follows simply by taking s = —1 in Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.6 (Nonuniqueness below the Ladyzhenskaya—Prodi-Serrin class). There exists a force
geLIL® forall 1<b<2,

for which there are two distinct solutions v and ve to the 2D Navier-Stokes equation (16) with
mitial datum v° = 0 such that

2 2
vj € LYLY  for all =+ = > 1.
P q
Moreover, for p = oo it holds
vj € C LN L°L? forall 1<q<2.

Proof. For « = 0, B = 2, we take 7 = s = —1 and a = 1 in Theorem 1.1. Recall that, by the
Biot-Savart law, we have v; ~ A™'w; and g ~ ATLf O
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Observe that the solutions in Theorem 1.6 cannot be Leray—Hopf solutions. On the one hand,
we have g ¢ L}L? and vj ¢ C;L?. On the other hand, taking p = ¢ = 2 and v = 1 + s, we deduce
that v; € L}H" for all v < 1, while v; ¢ L?H". Similarly, g ¢ L?H 1.

By adjusting the parameters, the solutions and the forcing term can be described in other func-
tional spaces. For instance, taking s = 0 and p = 1, we obtain w; € Li LY for all ¢ < oo, so that
they lie just below the Beale-Kato—Majda class.

The nonuniqueness below the LPS class for the unforced Navier-Stokes equation in T? was first
proved by Cheskidov and Luo in the endpoint cases: LYL> with p < 2 and d > 2 in [18], and in
C;L? with ¢ < 2 and d = 2 in [19] (see also [58, 59]). The case L?L? with ¢ < oo and d > 2 was
recently established in [17].

To the best of our knowledge, sharp nonuniqueness below the LPS class remains open in the
unforced 2D setting for p # 2,00 and ¢ # oo. Notably, the nonunique Leray-Hopf solutions in R3
recently constructed in [39] lie just below the LPS class.

1.3.2. The generalized SQG case. In subsequent works, similar uniqueness criteria have been es-
tablished for other values of . For the dissipative SQG equation (o = 1), Constantin and Wu [24]

proved uniqueness of Resnick solutions § € LL? N L2 H % with forcing term f € L?H =% in the
subcritical regime 1 < 8 < 2, when the solution additionally satisfies the LPS-type condition

2
6 e VLY with é+,:/3_1’ qg>1.
p q

The following corollary of Theorem 1.1 shows the sharpness of the Constantin—Wu class for the
dissipative SQG equation. Notice that the regime considered in [24] is 0 < < 2, whereas in
Theorem 1.7 we allow 0 < § < 4. In addition, for 0 < 8 < 2 the solutions constructed here belong
to the Resnick class.

We remark that the theorem is stated for o = 1 in order to facilitate comparison with [24]. The
extension to the generalized SQG equation follows by taking s = 0 in Theorem 1.1. For o« = 0, this
can be interpreted as controlling Vv € LY'LY, which may be of interest in 3D in view of Beirdo da
Veiga’s uniqueness criterion [7].

Theorem 1.7 (Nonuniqueness below the Constantin-Wu class). Let « =1 and 0 < 8 < 4. There
exists a force f for which there are two distinct solutions 01 and 6y to the (1,5)-SQG equation (1)
with 8° = 0 such that

2
0; € LYLY  for all é+7>ﬁ—1.
P q
Moreover, for p = oo it holds

e 2
0, € CLLINLPLT T forall = >f—1.
q

Furthermore, if B < 2, then 0; € L¥°L2 N L2H?2 and f € LIL2 N L2H 2.

Proof. For a = 1, we take s = 0 in Theorem 1.1. For 8 < 2, Theorem 1.5 ensures that they are
L?-energy solutions. O

Later, in the regime 0 < 8 < 2, Dong and Chen [29, 30] established another uniqueness criterion
by controlling the gradient, namely under the following LPS-type condition
2 2
Vo e LPLY with §+,:5’ - < q< 0.
Poq g

Regularity of solutions in this class had previously been established by Chae [15].
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This uniqueness criterion was later extended by Zhao and Liu [67] to the generalized SQG
equation (0 < a < 1) in the regime 0 < 8 < 2a. In this case, they assumed

B

2
Ve P with —+==1+4+8—q, < q < o0.
p q

1+6—«

The following corollary of Theorem 1.1 shows the sharpness of the Dong—Chen—Zhao—Liu class.
Notice that the regime considered in [29, 30, 67] is 0 < 8 < 2«, whereas in Theorem 1.7 we allow
0 < 8 < 3+ a. In addition, for 0 < 8 < 1 + « our solutions belong to the Resnick class.

Theorem 1.8 (Nonuniqueness below the Dong-Chen-Zhao-Liu class). Let 0 <a <1 and0 < 3 <
3+ a. There exists a force f for which there are two distinct solutions 61 and 02 to the (a, 5)-SQG
equation (1) with §° =0 such that

2
Vo; € LVLY  for all §+q>1+ﬁ—a.

Moreover, for p = oo it holds

2
VO; € CLINLELT = forall =>1+f—a.
q

Furthermore, if 8 < 1+ «, then 0; € L°L* N Lng and f € L L* N Lngg.

Proof. For a = 1, we take s = 1 in Theorem 1.1. For 8 < 1 + «, Theorem 1.5 ensures that they
are L%-energy solutions. ]

1.3.3. Other uniqueness criteria. We remark that in [30], Dong and Chen proved uniqueness of

L?-energy solutions for the dissipative SQG equation in a broader Besov class, namely
VHeLfBgm with §+f]:6, ;<q<oo.

Earlier, Abidi and Hmidi [1] proved the existence of a unique global solution for critical SQG

equation in the Besov class 6 € C',ngq1 N L,}Béql. See e.g. [6, 16] for further uniqueness criteria in

Besov settings.

Although our nonunique solutions are expected to fall just outside these classes as well, we have
chosen to state our results in terms of Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces in order to avoid introducing
additional parameters and notation. The interested reader may compute the scaling of the solutions
from Theorem 1.1, as in Section 2, and verify the corresponding Besov regimes.

We conclude by mentioning that several other uniqueness criteria have been introduced for the
generalized SQG equation. We recall the classical well-posedness result for small data by Koch
and Tataru [45] for the Navier-Stokes equation in the critical class BMO~!. As mentioned in
Remark 1.2(iv), the two distinct solutions to the forced 2D Navier—Stokes equation constructed in
Theorem 1.6 satisfy v; € L{BMO™!. See also the recent works of Coiculescu and Palasek [21],
and of Cheskidov, Dai, and Palasek [17].

In this regard, Marchand showed in [55] that solutions § € L2L? N L H =3 to the dissipative
SQG equation are unique provided that they are small in Ly° BMO. Consequently, this smallness
condition must fail for the nonunique Marchand solutions constructed in Theorem 1.4.

Moreover, Liu, Jia, and Dong [51] proved that for « = 1 and 0 < 8 < 2, solutions with initial
data 0° € H?**P satisfying 6 € L¥L?’NL?H 3 are unique provided that, in addition, V@ € L} BMO.
As a consequence, the solutions constructed in Theorem 1.4 cannot belong to this class.
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2. SELF-SIMILAR COORDINATES

We consider the self-similar variables

o
=7
in terms of a parameter v > 0, to be determined. The choice of the letter v is due to the fact that
it will appear later in front of the fractional Laplacian, thus representing a sort of viscosity.

1
1 — Zlogt
(17) 7= logt,

Proposition 2.1. The pair (0, f) given by the change of variables

(182) 0t z) — “;@(T,X),
a9
(18b) Ftx) = “;2 F(r, X),

is a solution to the («,3)-SQG equation (1) if and only if the pair (0, F) solves the self-similar
(a, 8)-SQG equation

(19) 0;0+V-VO+1vJO =F,
where J = Ju g 1s given by

1
J@:A5@+<a—1>@—X-V@.
B B

The corresponding velocities are linked by

T
(20) v(t,z) = TV(T, X),

that is, (v, V') are recovered from (0,0) through the a-Biot Savart law (1c), respectively.

Proof. A straightforward computation shows that

a_9
th o v
= — _— 1 _ . .
0.0 3 (BT@ +v (5 ) ) ﬂX V@)

Moreover, using Lemma A.2, we also obtain (20), as well as

4572

v
and

a_g

B

AP =2yt

v

This concludes the proof. ]

Proposition 2.2. [t holds

s 1 T ey i-1 s
HA 0”[/qu = ; </0 tp( B8 +ﬁq )HA @(T)”iq dt) 5

_1
where recall T = 3 logt.

3=

Proof. Using Lemma A.2, we compute

]
ASG:t
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H(ince7 we haVe
a—s 2
!q(7g71)+73

/ |A*0|? dx = / IA*O7dX.
R2 V4 R2
This concludes the proof. ]

Analogously, we obtain the scaling for the force.

Proposition 2.3. It holds

1

r 1 T a(95t+2 -2 s a ¢
A fHLng=</O (57472 F(T)Hqut> |

2
where recall T = %logt.
Note that the integrals in Propositions 2.2 and 2.3 are finite provided that
a—s 2 a—r 2
p(T500 2 s (572 )5
( B Bq B b

which agree with the regimes (4).

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

We aim to construct a family of distinct solutions 6, in terms of a parameter ¢ > 0, to the
(a, B)-SQG equation (1) for some external forcing term f. According to Proposition 2.1, we can
express these solutions in self-similar coordinates (17) as

o

(21a) b(t,7) = L 0O.(r, X),
a_g

(21b) F(tz) = t; F(r, X),

for some solutions O, to the self-similar (o, 5)-SQG equation (19) with an external forcing F', to
be determined. We split these solutions as

(22) O, :=0 + 0,
for some temperature © independent of 7, and a deviation ©, which we require to satisfy
Oy~ oo = 0.
The self-similar («, 5)-SQG equation (19) is written in terms of this decomposition (22) as
(23) V.-VO+vJO +¢€d,—L,)O+V-VO =F,
where the velocities V and V are recovered from © and ©, respectively, through the a-Biot-Savart
law (1c), and L, = L, 5, ¢ is the linearization of the self-similar («, 8)-SQG equation (19) around
the steady temperature ©:
(24) L,©:=-V.-VO -V -VO-vJo.

Notice that Ly formally corresponds to the linearization of the a-SQG equation (2) (without dis-
sipation) in the original system of coordinates.
Our goal is to prove that the forcing F' above can be chosen to be independent of €. We start by
focusing on the first-order term in €, corresponding to the linear evolution equation
(0 — L,)0"m = 0.
By separation of variables, we deduce that
0" (1, X) = R(MW (X)),
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for some eigenpair (A, W) satisfying
(25) LW = \W.

In Section 4 we prove the existence of a self-similarly unstable vorter ©, meaning that L,
admits an eigenpair with A > 0. This guarantees that

@hn“r:—oo — 0

To this end, we apply Vishik’s spectral argument [65, 66] to the unstable vortices constructed in
[14]. The main novelty is that we incorporate the diffusion as a perturbation.

Theorem 3.1 (Self-similar instability). Let 0 < a <1 and 0 < 8 < 3+ «a. There exists a vortex
O € C with zero-mean satisfying that, for some v > 0, there exists A, € C with &\, > 0 and
W, € H¥(R?) for all k € N, solving the eigenvalue problem (25) for L, = Lo g given in (24).

In a recent preprint [28], Dolce and Mescolini revived a clever trick from Golovkin [36] which al-
lows proving nonuniqueness once self-similar instability is established at the linear level. Golovkin’s
trick simply consists of taking the deviation as

6 = olin,
which requires taking the following force
F=V-VO+vJj6+Vir.veln
It is immediate that both (e = £1)
0, =6+0" 6.=-6-0"

solve the equation (23) for this F'. The smoothness of the solutions allows us to conclude Theorem
1.1 through the Sobolev scaling (Propositions 2.2 and 2.3).

Remark 3.2. Alternatively, one can consider Vishik’s forcing
F=V-VO+vJ6.
This requires decomposing the deviation as
O = 0" 4 ceeor,
where the correcting term must satisfy
(0 — L,)0%" = -V . V6.

To ensure that the solutions are different one needs to verify that such a ©°" exists satisfying the
asymptotics

0" = o(e™7), T — —00.

This argument is more involved, but would allow to construct not only two, but infinitely many
different solutions starting from the same initial datum and with the same radial forcing. The
last step to complete the Jia—Sverdk program would be to find a self-similarly unstable © for which
F=0.



SHARP NONUNIQUENESS FOR THE FORCED 2D NAVIER-STOKES AND DISSIPATIVE SQG EQUATIONS 13

4. SELF-SIMILAR INSTABILITY

In this section we prove Theorem 3.1 for any fixed pair («a,f) in the regime 0 < o < 1 and

0 < 8 <3+ a. We consider the special case of radially symmetric steady temperatures O, called
vortices. In polar coordinates X = Re'®, this corresponds to
(26) O(X) = O(R).

We work in the space Uy of vortices in L?(R?) with zero-mean,
(27) Up == {é €eL?:0(X)=06(R), / O(R)RdR = 0}.
0

In this context, given 0 # n € Z, it is natural to seek eigenfunctions in the space of purely n-fold
symmetric temperatures,

(28) Uy :={W e L? : W(X) = W,(R)e™?}.

Note that any element of U,, has zero-mean. Since U_,, = U}, we consider without loss of generality
the case n € N. It is easy to see that the space U, is invariant under L, (see Lemma A.1).

Definition 4.1. We say that the vortex © is unstable if, for some n € N, there exists 0 #W € U,
satisfying Lo gW = AW with RX > 0. Similarly, we say that © is self-similarly unstable if, for
somen € N and v > 0, there exists 0 # W, € U, satisfying LV@WV =\, W, with R\, > 0.

Let us recall [14, Theorem 3.3], which establishes the existence of unstable vortices for the a-SQG
equation (2) (without dissipation). Note that this is equivalent to being an unstable vortex in the
sense of Definition 4.1, since the diffusion term dissapears when v = 0.

Theorem 4.2. Let 0 < « < 1. For every n > 2, there exists an unstable vorter O e CNUy such
that the corresponding eigenfunction satisfies W € C° N U,,.

In order to prove that the unstable vortex © from Theorem 4.2 is also self-similarly unstable, we
follow Vishik’s spectral argument. This requires decomposing the operator L, acting on U, as

LV:AV+C7

where (A4,) is a family of linear operators that generate contraction semigroups and possess certain
continuity with respect to the parameter v, and C is compact. By classical operator theory, this
implies that the spectrum o (L, ) satisfies that, for any v > 0 and w > 0,

o(Ly) N {RA > w}

is finite and consists of isolated eigenvalues. Now, Theorem 4.2 provides an eigenvalue Ay with
positive real part for v = 0. Then, using the continuity with respect to the parameter v, it is
possible to show that there must also be eigenvalues A\, near Ag for sufficiently small v > 0.

Proposition 4.3. Assume that the following conditions hold:
(1) Let (Ay)u>0 be a family of linear operators on some Hilbert space H generating contraction
semigroups. Suppose that for any fired T > 0 and W € H, the map
(29) v eTW

is continuous from [0,00) to H.
(2) Let C be a compact operator on H.
(3) Let L, = A, + C. Suppose there exists A\g € C with Ao > 0 and Wy € D(Lg) such that

LoWo = XoWo.

Then, for every vy > 0, there exist A, € C with R\, > % and W, € D(L,) for some 0 < v < 1
such that
LW, =\W,.
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Proof. See [14, Section 6.2] for the proof. O

In our case, we consider H = U,, and decompose the operator L, into

(30) Ly—y<;—1>+Ty—yAfB+K,
where
v

7,0 =-V,-VO with V,=V - =X,

=

KO =-V.Vo.

Recall that the velocities (V, V) are recovered from (0, ©), respectively, through the a-Biot-Savart
law (1c). Note that the domain of K is D(K) = U,, the domain of A? is D(A?) = U, N H? and
the domains of T, and L, are

D(T,)) ={© € U, : div(V,0) € U,} and D(L,) = D(T,)n H".

Thus, the operators under consideration are closed and densely defined in U,.
On the one hand, T}, is a transport operator that satisfies the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. The operator T, generates a contraction semigroup (e71),>o with
(31) le™ [l = e 57,
for all T > 0. Furthermore, for any 7 > 0 and © € U, the map
vi— e
is continuous from [0,00) to U,.
Proof. See [14, Lemma 6.1] for the proof. O

On the other hand, K is a compact operator for 0 < a < 1, while for o = 1 it can be decomposed
into a skew-adjoint operator and a commutator. See the next subsections for more details.

4.1. Case 0 < a < 1. In this section, we prove that © is self-similarly unstable for the cases
0 < a < 1. To this end, we will apply Proposition 4.3 to

Ayzy<g—1>+Ty—uA5, C=K.

Note that in [14, Lemma 6.5] we proved that K is compact on U, for 0 < « < 1. Then, it remains
to check that (A,),>0 satisfies condition (1) in Proposition 4.3.

Lemma 4.5. The family of operators (A,),>o satisfies condition (1) in Proposition 4.3.

Proof. Since A, is a transport-diffusion operator (up to a time translation given by the multiple of
the identity), it generates a strongly continuous semigroup. Namely, for any ©g € L2 N C°, there
exists a unique global solution ©® = e™4* Oy to

0.0 =A4,0, O|r=0 = Oo.
By applying the identities (recall that div(V,) = -2%)
1 _
OT,0dX = —/ v, -vePdx = -2 | |e)dx,
R? 2 Jr2 B Jre
and

/ OA%Odzr = [ |AZ62dz >0,
R2 R2
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the following energy estimate shows that A, generates a contraction semigroup
aT/ 02dX = / 04,0dX = Z(a— 8 — 1)/ O2dX < 0.
R2 R2 B R2

We remark that the same inequality is obtained in the full domain by density. The continuity in
v > 0 is well known for the transport-diffusion equation. Il
4.2. Case a = 1. We start by recalling the following decomposition of the operator K for a = 1.

Proposition 4.6. It holds that
K=5+C,

where S is a skew-adjoint operator, and C is the commutator

1 _
(32) Co = 5[A*lvi, vele.
Moreover, C' is compact in U,.

Proof. See [14, Proposition 6.3 & Lemma 6.6] for the proof. O

We now apply Proposition 4.3 to

A,,:y<g—1>+Ty—yA5+s, C=K-S.

Firstly, we recall the stability of strongly continuous semigroups under bounded perturbations,
which can be found in [32, Chapter III, Bounded Perturbation Theorem)].

Proposition 4.7. Let A be a linear operator on a Hilbert space H generating a strongly continuous
semigroup, and B € L. Then, A+ B generates a strongly continuous semigroup.

Lemma 4.8. The family of operators (A,),>o satisfies condition (1) in Proposition /.3.

Proof. By applying Lemma 4.5 and that S = K —C € L, Proposition 4.7 implies that A, generates
a strongly continuous semigroup. Similarly to the proof of Lemma 4.5, but now applying that S is
skewadjoint, that is,

©56dx =0,
R2

the following energy estimate on © = e”4»©g shows that A, generates a contraction semigroup

aT/ 02dX = / 04,0dX = (A, — 9)0dX = Z(a— 5 - 1)/ 0]2dX < 0.
R2 R2 R2 B R2
The continuity in ¥ > 0 holds as in Lemma 4.5 since K does not depend on v. g

We have seen that, for all 0 < o <1 and 0 < 8 < 3+ «, the requirements of Proposition 4.3 are
satisfied. This guarantees the existence of v > (0 for which the linearization L, admits an eigenpair
(Ay, W) with ®A, > 0 and W, € D(L,). Finally, we check that the eigenfunction is smooth.

Proposition 4.9. It holds that W, € H*(R?) for all k € N.

Proof. The case without diffusion is treated in [14, Proposition 6.4]. Here, the (fractional) Laplacian
allows one to deduce the regularity of the eigenfunctions by a standard bootstrapping argument. [J
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APPENDIX A.

Lemma A.1. For every W = W,e® € U, it holds that
V. .
T,W = (;RE)R - m1§> W, e
n,o WTL ) 3
KW = —mvvf[%]a,%@emqﬁ,
AW =T, g[W,]e™?,

Vi c/ W() W (9)St 7 ds,

T sWal(R) = Hal () Ha[Wal (O))(R),

)

being

where C,, = %ggié; >0, I, is the kernel
2

o [ sin(p) sin(np)
I = - —— o 4B,
’ (U) n/ﬂ |o-_€z,8|2+a p
and Hy[f] is the Hankel transform of order n of f (here J, is the Bessel function of order n):

/ f(p)Jn(pR)pdp.

Proof. The first two equations follow as in [14, Corollary 2.3]. For the third one we proceed as
follows. Using the Fourier transform

f(&) = f(w)e*””é dz,

and writing X = (R, ¢) and & = (p, ¢) in polar coordinates, we compute
/ / " Wi (R)e"eRreos0=9) R dg dR.

Changing variables ¥ = ¢ — ¢ we get

00 27
Wi(p, @) = e / Wn(R)R < / e e—iltpcosy cw) dR
0 0

Using the Jacobi-Anger expansion for e 5% we get
/ " eV emtpeosy quy — 9 (—i)"J,(Rp),
where J,, is the Bessel functiog of order n. Thus,
Wi(p,p) =2m(— ( / W (R)Jn(Rp)R dR> NP = 2 (—i) " Hop [W (p) e
Since AP acts as a Fourier multiplier with symbol |¢|® = p?, we have

AW (p, ) = pPW (p, ) = (2m(—0)" " Ha W) () ™.

Applying the inverse Fourier transform, which again separates variables, we conclude
MW@@=q;WMMWM@W@%m:meMWM®W¢

Hence APV is of the form (radial function)xe™?, and therefore A® preserves n-fold symmetry. [
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Lemma A.2. For any s € R, h € H® and A\ > 0 we have
A®(hy) = N°(A°h)
where hy(z) = h(Ax).

Proof. We denote the Fourier transform as before

f© = [ fla)e d.
R2
Note that the operator A® acts as a Fourier multiplier with symbol |{|*:

AF(€) = €l f(e).
Ao =5 ()

_ 1 .
RO =l af (§)-

Finally, we return to the spatial domain using the inverse formula

s _ 1 siA é ix-& _ 1 s si ¢ i(Az)ny2
N00) = o [ 1605 (5)] St = o [ Xl sgimemitay

1 TR 1 —
— \S s i(Az)n _\$ S i(Ax)n
¥ [ fmeman| =30 | b [ & ay
=N (A f)(Az) = A (A°f)a().
This concludes the proof. ]

It is easy to check that

and, therefore,
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