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Abstract. In this paper we develop a new technique to prove ex-
istence of solutions of Fokker-Planck equations on Hilbert spaces for
Kolmogorov operators with non trace-class second order coefficients or
equivalently with an associated stochastic partial differential equation
(SPDE) with non trace-class noise. Applications include stochastic 2D
and 3D—-Navier—Stokes equations with non trace-class additive noise.

1 Introduction
Our aim is to solve the infinite dimensional Fokker-Planck Equation
L'p=0,  plimo = po (FPE)

in a space of measure valued solutions of the form pu;dt where p; are
probability measures on H. The problem has been studied intensively
in recent years (see e.g, [, [5], [6], [8], [20] and the references therein).
Concerning existence there are two different approaches to infinite di-
mensional Fokker-Planck equations depending on whether the second
order coefficient of the corresponding Kolmogorov operator L (see be-
low) is of trace class or not. The first case is studied in detail in [§]
(including also the case of continuity equations whose second order co-
efficient is identically zero) and the approach is based on the method
of Lyapunov functions. This method, however, so far could not be im-
plemented when the second order coefficient is not of trace class. This
case has been studied in [5] and [20], using an approximation technique,
based on solving the stochastic differential equations associated to the
approximating Kolmogorov operator L,. Then suitable accumulation
points are proved to be solutions of the limiting given Fokker-Planck
equation. The results in [5] and [20] are, however, very limited in ap-
plications, e.g. essentially only Fokker-Planck equations associated to
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stochastic reaction—diffusion and Burgers equations with non trace class
noise (including white noise) or combinations of such are covered.

In this paper we develop a new general approach for this “non-trace
class case” which applies to a much wide class of examples, including
in particular, the Fokker-Planck equation of the stochastic 2D and 3D
Navier—Stokes equations with non-trace class noise (se Section 5.2 be-
low). For the sake of simplicity we restrict ourselves to the case where
the second coefficient of L is constant. In the language of stochastic
equations we restrict ourselves to additive noise.

The Kolmogorov operator L in equation (FPE) above is defined as

(Lu) (x,t) := % (x,t) + Z a' (02 u) (z,t) + Z V' (2,t) (Op,u) (7,1)

1=1

on all functions u : H x [0,7] — R which are smooth and finite di-
mensional (also called cylindrical). Here H is a separable Hilbert space
(norm ||.||;, inner product (.,.),), (e,) is a c.o.s. in H, H,, is the span
of ey, ..., e,, m, the corresponding finite dimensional projection, and the
attribute “finite dimensional” to u means that u (¢, x) = u(m,z,t) for all
x, for some n € N and w,, : R" x [0,7] — R. Here and below we shall
always identify H, with R” fixing (e,).

The ideas of the present work are general, in particular the approach
by an auxiliary Fokker-Planck Equation on product space. We develop
them under quite general assumptions which include basic cases like
stochastic semilinear parabolic equations with linear growth (but see
also Remark [[4]) and, mainly, stochastic 2D and 3D Navier-Stokes equa-
tions. A direct solution of the Fokker—Planck equation corresponding
to these equations when the noise has the covariance of the class con-
sidered here (not trace class or as general as possible) is new; for other
approaches to the existence of solutions for the stochastic 2D and 3D
Navier-Stokes equations, especially in the direction of general covariance,

see for instance [13], [I], [2], [10] in 2D and [11], [16], [14], [17], [18], [15]
in 3D.

2 Assumptions and main result

The numbers a' > 0 and the measurable functions b : H x [0,7] — R
are subject to a series of assumptions. We do not assume the finite trace
condition Y ° a' < oo as in [4], [8], but we do not allow dependence on
(x,t) (hence our applications restrict to additive noise).

Let £ C H be a separable Banach space with dense continuous
injection. Denote the norm in £ by ||.||;. We assume e; € E and other
conditions below.



We assume that b* have the structure
b (x,t) = —afa; + [ (x,1)

with real numbers a? > 0 and continuous functions f*: H x [0, 7] — R.

The basic assumption on the sequences (a'), (a?) is
lim o? = oo ia—i<oo. (1)
i—oo ’ 062

i=1 ¢
Concerning the sequence of functions f*(z,t), we assume

|fi(z, )] < Ci(L+ ||2|%),  f°(-,t) locally Lipschitz in z, (2)
uniformly in ¢ € [0, 7]

for some C; > 0, pg > 1.
Denote by V' the Hilbert space

[ee]
V= {SL’ cH: |z} = Zafx? < oo}
i=1

where z; = (x, €;) ;. It is compactly embedded in H, by assumption ().
Let V' be the dual space of V' and let us use the identification H = H’,
so that V. C H C V', with dense injections. We write (.,.) for the dual
pairing between V' and V/, so (z,y) = (z,y), when x € H, y € V. Note
that then , has a natural extension from H to VV’. We assume also that
the Banach space £ NV is dense in H.

We assume that there is a Borel function f : E x [0,7] — V' such
that f*(z,t) = (f (z,t),e;) (in other words, we assume that the series
[ t) =32, f(x,t)e; converges in V' for all x € E and ¢ € [0,7T]),
and on f we assume for some C, ky € (0,00) and n € (0, 1)

(f (04 28),0) < gl +Cllol (215 +1) +Clal2 + ¢ (3)

forall z € £, v € ENV. When f grows more than linearly, this
assumption embodies a form of cancellation.

Let (B;(t))i>0 be a sequence of independent Wiener processes on a
probability space (€2, F, P) with normal filtration (F;);>o. Then the se-
ries of stochastic integrals, parametrized by A > 0,

Zr=3" / () i (s) (4)
i=1 0



defines a continuous Gaussian process in H, by assumption ([II). Our last
assumption on FE is that

Z* is an L*Y% (0, T; E) -valued Gaussian variable (5)

and for every r > 0 one has

T
Ali_)rroloP(/O HZﬂFEdtw?) =0. (6)

Let (A, D (A)) and (Q, D (Q)) denote the self-adjoint linear operators

D (A) :{er Z (z,e:) ) <oo}, sz—Zaf(:B,ei>He
i=1

D(Q) :{xEH Z :L’eZH <oo}, szZai(x,ei)He
i=1

Then Z}, t >0, deﬁned in (@), can be rewritten as

t
7z} = / eE=DA=N/Qaw,,  t >0,
0

which is a continuous Gaussian process in H, with trace class covariance
(by assumption ([I))

t
Q) :/ fANQe A Nds, > 0.
0

By assumption (@), Z* is an L?(0,T; E)-valued Gaussian variable and
solves the linear stochastic equation in H

dz) = AZ)dt + \/QdW, — \Z,dt, Z) = 0.

Remark 1 Under a natural condition on e, ¢ > 0, (@) with Z? re-
placing Z} actually implies (@]). Indeed, under the assumption that the
restriction of e, t > 0, is a strongly continuous semigroup on I, @)
holds. This can be proved as follows: fix i € N. Then by It6’s product

rule
t ) t
)\t/ €aisdﬁi(8) :/ As a sdﬁ / / a Tdﬁz >\€>\st
0 0

Hence

[ e tvas ) = [ rtags
// et gy e



Multipying by Vaie; and taking summation over i € N (here the con-
vergence holds in H), we obtain

t t s
zZ) = /0 eI /Q AW, — /0 eli=s4 /O e/ Q AW, Ne M ds

t
S 70 (- e / =420 5 (4 — s)ds,
0

where py(t — s) = Lo (s)(1 — e )" Ae %) weakly converges to the
Dirac measure in t as A — 00.
Hence, since Z{ € F for dt-a.e. t € [0,T], it follows that

T
lim/ |ZM%dt =0 P-as., (7)
A—00 0

in particular (@) holds.
More precisely,

T t
( [z = [ ez - s>dsr|%dt)
0 0
T t 1/2
_ ( [ [ =tz s)dsn%dt)
0 0

T t ) 1/2
< (/ T/ |27 — eSAZ?_S)HE pa(s)ds dt)
0 0

T T ) 1/2
s | [ [z -2 amora

T rT-s 1/2
A [ [ ha- e8A>ZS||%dtm<s>ds} |
0 0

Since for P-a.e. w € € the first inner integral is continuous and bounded
in s € [0, 77, this implies (7).

1/2

Remark 2 The limit property in assumption (6) is needed because
of the power 2 of ||z||%E in the term C’||v||i1 (||z||%+ 1) of assumption
@), which is a sort of critical value case; if instead we took the term

C vl <||z||% + 1) with 8 < 2 in (@), we only need Z* being L? (0, T; E)-
valued, but this is too restrictive for applications to Navier-Stokes equa-
tions.



We define D(L) to be the linear space of finite dimensional regular
functions u : H x [0,7] — R, i.e. u(t,z) = un({ey,x), ..., (en,z),t) such
that uy € C2' (RN x [0,7]) and u (z,T) = 0. D(L) is then a (point and
measure) separating class.

Definition 3 A family of Borel probability measures (i (dx)),e07 0N
H, measurable in t, is a solution of the Fokker-Planck equation (FPFE)

above if
/ / |5 e (dx) dt < o0,

where py is given in assumption [3), and

//Lu (x,t) juy dx)dt—i—/ (x,0) o (dx) =0
for allu e D (L).

The double integral in the above formulation is then well defined (see
Remark 5 below) because of (2) and the assumed moment condition. We
can now state our main theorem.

Theorem 4 Under the assumptions ({1)-(8), for any Borel probability
measure jyg on H such that

/ | 10 (d

for some p; > po, equation (FPE) has a solution.

In Section Bl we shall give two examples: the case of measurable drift
of at most linear growth and the 2D and 3D Navier-Stokes equations.

3 Auxiliary Fokker-Planck equation on product space

On finite dimensional regular functions w (v, 2,t), u : Hx H x[0,T] — R,
more precisely for & € D(L), where D(L) is defined analogously to D(L)
with H x H replacing H, define the auxiliary Kolmogorov operator

[e.e]

(L) (v, 2, t) := g (v, 2,1) —I—Z (a'®? — (of + A) 20.,) u) (v, 2,1)

[e.9]

Z (—afvi+ [ (v 4 2,t) + Az) (05,0) (v, 2, ) .

=1



Here A > 0 is a parameter. In the simplest cases (application to drifts
of at most linear growth, for instance) we could simply take A = 0, but
for some applications we need suitable values of A. The trick of this
parameter has been introduced in [9] to prove the existence of random
attractors for the Navier-Stokes equations, and here it will be used to
prove moment estimates for solutions.

Definition 5 A family of Borel probability measures (i, (dv, dz))teOT]
on H x H, measurable in t, is a solution of the Fokker-Planck equation
on product space

L'fi=0,  filieo = fio, (FPE)
if
T
/ / (ol + [12120) Fr (dv, d=) dt < oo,
0 HxH

where py is given in assumption ([3), and

/OT /HXH (Zﬂ) (v, 2,t) iy (dv, dz) dt +/ u (v, 2,0) o (dv,dz) =0

HxH
for allw e D (E)

Remark 6 The double integral in the above formulation is well defined.
Indeed, when w € D <E>, the term >0, ((a'@2 — (o 4+ X) 2,0,) @) (v, 2, 1)
reduces to a finite sum and we have the bound

oo

Z (a'®2 = (af + X) 0.,) ) (v, 2, t)

<SC+Czlly

which is integrable with respect to f; (dv,dz) dt by the integrability as-
sumption of the definition. Similarly, the term

Z —advi + f (v + 2, t) + A%) (8,0) (v, 2, 1)
i=1
reduces to a finite sum and we have the bound

o0

Z —alv + f1 (v + 2, 1) + Az) (05,10) (v, 2, 1)

< C]|v||H+CZ | (v+ 28|+ C 2l

i=1



for some N > 0, and thus by our main assumptions this is dominated
by
Clolg + Cnp A+ 1lollg +1I2l15) + Cllzlly

which is again integrable with respect to i, (dv, dz) dt.
Remark 7 Let m; : H x H — H, 1 = 1,2, denote the canonical projec-

tions and fix ¢ € [0,7]. Then fi; o 7, ' = the law of Z} = Ng,, i.e. the
mean zero Gaussian measure on H with covariance operator @)y, where

t
Qi = / e N Qds.
0

Indeed, it is easy to check that (fi; o 7, ')(dx)dt solves (FPE) with L
replaced by

=1

with domain D(L) (as above) and po = dp. But for this Fokker—Planck
equation (Ng,)iejo,r is the unique solution.

Remark 8 In Definition [l it is sufficient to assume
T
L[ ol el + 1) B o, d2) e < oc.
o JHxH

Lemma 9 If iy (dv,dz) dt is a solution of (FTD/E) on product space and
if o and pg are related by the condition

/H () i (v, ) = / o (@) o (d) ®)

H

then u; (dzx), defined for all t € [0,T] as

/Hgo(xmmdx)::/ ot )i (dods),  peCy(H), (9)

HxH

is a weak solution of (FPE).
Proof. Step 1. Let u € D(L). Define

(v, z,t) :=u(v+z1).



Then we have

(e}

(Lu) (v+ 2,t) = 8 v+zt+2a2 ) (v+ z,t)

+ Z b (v + 2,t) (Oy,u) (v + 2, 1)

o0

(LQ) (v, z,t) = % (v+z,t)+ Z ((a'®Z, — (af + A) 20,,) u) (v + 2, )

+Z (—alv; + f1 (v 4 2,t) + Az) (Bpu) (v + 2, 1)

u =
= E(v%—z,t)%—;a (2.u) (v+ 2,1)

+Z 2 (v + 2) 4 [ (v + 2,1)) (Opyu) (v + 2,1) .

So, we deduce
(Lu) (v + 2, 1) = (Za) (v, 2,1).

Step 2. The integrability condition of Definition [3] holds, since by
definition of pu, (dx), we have

T
/ /||:17|| y (dx) dt = / / v+ 2% e (dv, dz) dt
o Ju HxH

<O [ [ (el + k) e a2yt < o
0 HxH

Step 3. By definition of y, (dz), we have

/OT /H (Lu) () py (do) dt = /OT /H (L) (02, ) e (dv, d2) d.

Hence, by the previous step, with @ (v, z,t) 1= u (v + z, 1),

/0 ' /H (Lu) (2,1) pn (dz) dt = /0 ' /H . (L&) (v, 2,0) e (dv, d2) dt.

This and () imply the claim of the lemma. m



Remark 10 For a given Borel probability measure ;o on H it is easy
to find a Borel probability measure jip on H x H such that (&) holds.
Simply, define

fio (dv, dz) = €0 (dv, dz) po (dx)

where £(g ) is the Dirac measure in (0,2) € H x H. Then clearly (§)
holds. Then the second marginal of fiy is just po. Another choice with
first marginal equal to pg is jip = o ® dg. Hence any convex combination
of these two satisfies (g]).

Thus, to prove existence of solutions of (F'PE), it is sufficient to

solve the auxiliary Fokker-Planck equation (Z*:ID/E), with suitable initial
condition.

—~——

4 Existence theorem for the auxiliary equation (FPFE)

In this section we want to prove the existence of a solution to the equa-
tion (called above (F'PE))

T ~
/ / (Lﬁ) (v, 2,t) iy (dv, dz) dt +/ u (v, z,0) o (dv,dz) =0
0 HxH HxH

with the initial condition g = pg ® dg. This initial condition satisfies
[®). One can decompose fig in other ways (see Remark [I0]).

Theorem 11 Let the assumptions ([II)-([@) hold and let g be a Borel
probability measure on H such that

/HﬂHm

for some p1 > po. Then there exists A\g > 0 such that for every X\ > g
equation (FPE) has a solution.

The proof is done in the following subsections. By Lemma [9 this
proves our main Theorem [l

4.1 A consequence of Fernique’s theorem

Proposition 12 For every K > 0 there is A\g > 0 such that for all
A> Ao

2

2
EFﬁKWﬂgﬂgea+ze | (10)

e —1

10



Proof. Since Z* is a Gaussian r.v. in the Banach space L?(0,T; E),
Fernique’s theorem states that there exists 79 > 0 such that

EPHW%ﬁ<m

for all 4 € (0,70). We need a relation between A and 7, so we use the
following version of Fernique’s theorem (see [12]): given an L? (0, T; E)-
valued Gaussian variable Z, if two real numbers ~,r > 0 satisfy

1-P <||Z||L2(0,T;E) < T)

P (12|20 < 7)

log + 32yr? < —1,

then
o2

e2—1"
_1

Now, given K > 0, choose r = SV By assumption (@), there exists
Ao > 0 such that

2 2
E |:67||Z||L2(0YT;E{| < o

T 2 1
P(A‘MNEﬁgr)ZEEEIT,VAZA@

Then . ,
N e G A FED AW
0 < ——.
P25 e <) ’
Therefore,
1= P (12 ooz <7)
o 122 ooy S 7 3K <1

P (HZ-)\HLZ(O,T;E) < 7“)

By the previous version of Fernique’s theorem we have
2

e2—1

2

FE leKHZ'XHLQ(o,T;E)} <ei+

The proof is complete. =

4.2 Approximating problem, moment estimate

We use the same notations and objects of the previous subsection but
we enlarge, if necessary, the filtered probability space (2, F, (F;)i>0, P)

11



in such a way that there exists an Fyp-measurable r.v. V (0) with law .
Set

Za T, €) e, fol(x,t) ZfZ (x,t)e; = mnf (x,t)

(the latter equality is true only for x € E). Consider the finite dimen-
sional system in 7, (H) for the unknown V,, (¢), driven by the known
Gaussian process Z;* defined in the previous section:

dVy (1)
dt

= A Vo () + fo (Vi (8) + Z),t) + Am(Z)), Vi (0) = m,V (0).

This is a random differential equation. For each n € N and A > 0,
as a stochastic equation, it has a unique global continuous F;-adapted
solution V,, (a strong solution, in the stochastic sense). Indeed, given any
continuous path of Z?*, this follows from the local Lipschitz property of
each f?, and assumption (3). (See e.g. [I9, Theorem 3.1.1]). Whence a
unique global solution is established for P-a.e. w € Q (those for which
Z* (w) is continuous) and it is an adapted process, by uniqueness.

Notice that Z} € E for dt-a.e. t € [0,T] and V,, (t) € ENV (because
™ (H) C ENV) for every t € [0, T, with probability one. Thus we may
apply the inequalities of our assumptions with z = Z} and v =V, (¢).

Using the notations of inner product and norm of H also in H,,, from
assumption (3) we have

1d||Vally
2 dt

(Vo Vil < [(fo (Vo + 220 Vo) | + M2 IVl

<0 AV Vb + CIVlG (1225 + 1)
+C |2+ O+ 22| 25, + Vall -

Just in order to unify some expressions, and without restriction, let us
assume from now on that ky > 2; otherwise it is only a matter of keeping

explicitly the termHZ M . With possibly changing constants C', we have

(P

d || Vallz

L (Ao, Vb < CIValy (1127

k
I +1)+(C+x) |2+

(11)
By Cronwall’s lemma we get (using also ||V;, (0)|[3, < [V (0)]1%,)

t
IV @I < e [V (0 )y|§,+/ e ((C Xy |22+ 0) ds.
0

12



where

I*(s,t) = C/ (HZ;\HE + 1) dr
and thus

T
Va0l <00 v )l + [ (€2 |2][5 +C) s
0

We have denoted the constant in I (s,¢) by C to emphasize that it is not
a generic constant, but the one obtained so far in that estimate; it does
not depend on A, neither on n and nor on w.

Notice that this inequality gives us

IV (0)]] + (/OT ((c+2) )22 +C) ds) 1/2]

(12)
so we are not limited to work in the sequel with powers of ||V}, (¥)| 4
greater than 2.
Let p; > po be the value given in the assumptions of the theorem.

Vi (8)]) < €2

Lemma 13 For every p € (po,p1), there ezists A, > 0 and C, > 0 such
that, using the process Z** in the previous construction, we have

E | sup Vo (8l

te[0,T

<Gy (13)

for every n € N.

Proof. From inequality (I2) we deduce

IV Ol + (/ ((c+2) )25 +©) ds)ﬁ

hence, for every ¢, ¢ € (1,00) such that % + % =1,

IV (DI, < Cpres 1)

1/¢'

E | sup ||V, ()

te[0,7

< Cpyr2 [#700] " B [ @)

(/OT () |25 +¢)as)

Choose ¢' such that pqg’ = py; this gives us F [||V (0)||II?I] < 00. Choose

pa' /27 M9
G2 [#000] M g ]

A, depending on p, ¢, C, such that E [e 2 (0, T)] < oo: this is possible

13



because of Proposition 2 Finally, for those values of the parameters,
the last expected value of the last inequality is finite because Z7 is a
Gaussian variable in L* (0,T; E), see assumption (B). The proof is
complete. m

4.3 An additional estimate

Inequality (1)) also gives us
T ) T ) Nt
- [ AV ds < WL O + 0 [ v (1220 + 1) as
T
+«uma/\uw§@+cm
0

Recalling the definition of the Hilbert space V' given in the introduction,
we have proved our additional estimate:

T 2 2 g 2 2
| Wl s < v o+ ¢ v (1220 + 1) ds
T
+«Hm%/\MW?@+CT
0

In fact, for our later purposes we may simplify it as follows:

T T 2
/0 IIVn(8)||2vd8Scfougllvn!|2+(/0 sz']f;”ds) o

for all n € N with a new constant C', depending also on A and T, but
independent of n and w.

4.4 Approximating Fokker-Planck equation

Given n € N define D(L,,) to be the span of all functions w,, : H, X H x
[0,7] — R such that

ﬂn(vv <, t) = ﬂn,N(/Ua <€17 Z>7 a3 <€N7 Z)vt)7

for some w, n € Cf’l(Hn X Hy x [0,T]) (i.e. C?* on H, x Hy and C"
on [0,7]) and @, (v,2,T) = 0. Consider on H,, x H the Fokker-Planck
equation

T ~
/ / (Lnﬁn) (v, 2,t) py (dv, dz) dt
0 nXH

+/ Up (v, 2,0) i (dv,dz) =0, Y @, € D(Ly),
H,xH

e~

(FPE™)

14



where for (v, z,t) € H, x H x [0, 7]

Znﬂn v, z,t ::% v, 2, 1) + a'0? — (a2 + ) 20.) ) (v, 2,
(Lafin) (0,28 == 2 (0,2:) 2 — (o] ) iin) (v,2,1)
i=1

n

+ Z (—afvi+ [ (v+ 2,t) + Azi) (O, Un) (v, 2, 1) .

1=1

The initial measure g is, by definition, the projection on H,, x H of the
given initial datum fig.

Let (Vn,Z’\) be the process constructed in the previous section.
For n € N, t € [0,T), define 7 (dv,dz) to be the law of (V,(t), Z}).
Then clearly u?(dv,dz)dt solves (F%L) by Ito’s formula. Replacing
Un(v, z,t) in (F/P\E") by @(t)u,(v, z,t) for ¢ € Cy(]0,T)) we easily see

—~—

that (FPE™) is equivalent to

/ w(v, 2, i (dv, d=) / w(v, 2, )it (dv, dz)
H,xH

H,xH

t ~ ~
—I—/ / Lou(v, z, s)ps (dv,dz)ds, Vtel0,T], we D(L").
0 nXH

(see [7, Remark 1.2] for details.) Hence an easy consideration shows
that the above equation also holds for all ¢ € FCZ, i.e. all functions
¢: H x H— R of the form

QD(’U, Z) = QPN(<61>'U>> D) <6N,U>, <61a Z>a E) <6Na Z>)a

where N € N, o € CZ(RY x RY). Hence it follows from Remark [f] and
Lemma [[3] that for every ¢ € FC? the R-valued maps

t— () = / o(v, z) iy (dv,dz), neN,
H,xH

are equicontinuous on [0, 7).

4.5 Passage to the limit
Step 1. Convergence of a subsequence of 1}, n € N, for all ¢ € [0, T].

First we extend ;' from a measure on H,, x H to a measure on H x H
as follows. Let H:i be the orthogonal complement of H, in H, &, the
Dirac measure on H;- with mass at 0 € H;> and A : H, x H;"- x H —
H x H defined by

A((vn, v, 2)) = (vp + v, 2), v, € Hy, v € H- 2 € H.

15



Then the image under A of the measure [ (dv,, dz) ® dy(dv;-) extends
py to H x H. Let us also denote this extension by f;'. Then we have
for any integrable function g : H x H — R

/ 90, )i (dv, d2)
HxH

_ / 9(0n + 0L, )T (dvn, d2) @ Soldvrh)
HpxHExH

(15)
[ gl v d2) 8
H,xH
— [ otm) . dz).
HxH
Furthermore, by Remark [1 and Lemma [[3 for each ¢ € [0, T
sup [ ([l + el o, dz) < +oc, (16
neN JHxH

for any p given in Lemma [I3l Closed balls in H x H are compact and
metrizable with respect to the weak topology 7,,. Hence by [3, Theorem
8.6.7] and a diagonal argument we can find a subsequence ;*, k € N,
such that (j1;*) converges 7,,-weakly to a probability measure ji; on H x H
as k — oo for all t € [0,7]N Q. Now let t € [0,7]\ Q. We claim
that also for such ¢ the sequence (p;*) converges 7,-weakly to some
probability measure i, on H x H. Since by (I6) also (p;*) has 7,-
convergent subsequences, we only have to identify the limit points. So,
let ng,, | € N, be a subsequence such that (ﬁ? ") 1,-weakly converges
to some probability measure v; on H x H as [ — oo. Then by the
equicontinuity proved in Section 4.4 we have for all ¢ € FC? (which are
all weakly continuous)

/ pdr, = lim o d, "
HxH

l—00 HxH

= lim lim dpis™ = lim dfis.
l—o00 s—t, s€Q HXH()O H s—t, s€Q HXHSO H
Since FC? is a measure separating class, this proves our claim.
Step 2. Convergence of a subsequence of p}'(dv, dz)dt.

Let (%) ( [1,00) such that
/-)/Z ) Z 1 /-)/Z Z2 .
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Define the operator I' on H by

Then I' has compact level sets and furthermore

E[IT(Z) 3] = Z% / 2o+ gy

—2ta A

l\DI»—t

= a
Z Vi = C, < o0.
Hence it follows from (), (I4) and Lemma

T
sup [ [ (Jolf + ) v, )t < o
HxH

neN Jo

But the function (v, z) — |[v||#+||Tv||% has compact level sets on H x H,
hence (selecting a subsequence if necessary) f;* (dv, dz)dt, where ny, k €
N, is as in Step 1, weakly converges to a finite measure pi(dt, dv, dz) on
[0, 7] x H x H as k — oo. But for u € D(L) we then have by Lebesgue’s
dominated convergence theorem

/ / u(v, z, t) e (dv, dz)dt = lim / / u(v, z,t) pi* (dv, dz)dt
HxH k=00 HxH
T
:/ / u(v, z, t)p(dt, dv, dz).
0o JHxH

Since D(L) is a measure separating class, it follows that fi(dt, dv, dz) =
iy (dv, dz)dt. So p*(dv, dz)dt — fiy(dv, dz)dt weakly on H x H x [0,T]
as k — oo.

Step 3. Passage to the limit.

Just to simplify notations, assume that the whole sequence
(fy(dv, dz)dt) ey weakly converges to i (dv,dz)dt on [0,T] x H x H.

17



We have to prove that fi, (dv,dz)dt is a solution of (ﬁTD/E) Since we
have uf — o weakly on H x H we only need to prove that

n—oo

lim /0 ' /H XH(Z,@) (v, 2,8) i (dv, dz) dt
:/OT/HXH(Ea) (v, 2, t) iy (dv, d2) dt

for all w € D(L). Below we fix such a u. Let m € N such that
(v, z,t) = u(mpv, T2, t)

and let n > m. By (I3]) the above equation follows from

n—oo,n>m

T
lim / (v, z, t) g (dv, dz)dt
0o JHxH

T
_ / B(w, 2 )iy (dv, d=)dt,
0 HxH

where
m

(v, z,t)=— Z(a? + N) 20, u(mmv, Tz, t)

i=1

+ Z(—a?vi + A2) Oy, (T 0, T 2, T)

i=1

m

+ Z fi v+ 2,0)0,1u(v, 2, t).
i=1
Note that 1 is a continuous function, but not bounded. So, we cannot
pass to the limit in () just by the weak convergence of p}'dt to pi;dt on
H x H x [0,T] proved in Step 2 above. But we can argue similarly as
in the proof of Vitali’s theorem. Let us give the details.
By assumption (2)) we have

(v, 2, 1) < (1 + [[ollF + llzlIF)- (18)
For R € (0,00) we define
wR = w ARV (_R)a

then
Y =R+ (Y —r),

18



where
|t — Yr| < yy>ry 2[00
Hence by Step 2 it suffices to show that

T
limsup sup/ / ﬂ{W\ZR}HM dﬁ? dt =0 (19)
R—oo neNJo HxH
and
T
imsup [ [ Lol it =0 (20)
R—o0 0 HxH

But we have by the Holder inequality for every § € (0, 00)

1

/OT/HXH]l{wlzR}WId dt<</ /H><H|w|1+6d >—5

)

1 /7 T+
X | —= P dN"dt) .
<R/0 /H><H| | ut

By Lemma [[3] and (I8) this implies (I9). Note that by Step 2 and
Lemma [I3] it follows by lower continuity that

T
/ / (ol + 112127 (dv, d=)dt < oo,
0 HxH

for all p € (po,p1). Hence (20) follows similarly (even easier) as (I9)
above. 0J

5 Examples

5.1 Measurable linear growth drift
Let f: H x [0,7] — H be a measurable map such that

1f@.)g <CA+|z|n), tel0,T], zeH

for some constant C' > 0. Denote by f* (¢, z) its components. Assume
that (I) holds. Then, with £ = H, also the other assumptions hold.
The proof of assumptions (2) and (B is elementary. We have

(flo+zt),0)g < CA+ v+ 2lla) e < Cllvlly + =l + ¢

which implies (3]). Finally,

i > i

E[|ZM%] = Z( —2ta+,\)> ﬁ SZm

= =1
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Hence

T T T
p(/ HZ,?H%Edt>r2)§r_2E{/ HZNl%{dt]:r‘?/ E[|1Z}] at
0 0 0

1 a
— 27y
2" Za?+)\

1=1

which implies ([@). Note that (4) follows from (1). Hence Theorem [
holds.

Remark 14 Similarly as in [20] we can also treat stochastic partial dif-
ferential equations on H = L*(0, 1) whose drift is the sum of the Dirich-
let Laplacian, a reaction—diffusion and a Burgers type part. However, in
contrast to [20] (and also [5], [7]) we need to assume that the reaction
part is of at most quadratic growth. The details are straight forward.

5.2 Navier-Stokes equations

Consider the stochastic Navier-Stokes equations

du+ (u-Vu+ Vp)dt = vAudt + Z Vaie;d; (s)
i=1
divu =0

u\tzo = Ug

on the torus D = |0, 27r]d, d = 2,3, with periodic boundary conditions.

We introduce the Hilbert space H defined as the closure in L? (D, Rd)
of the set of all p € C* (D,Rd) which satisfy the periodic boundary
conditions and div ¢ = 0; H is a closed strict subspace of L? (D, Rd) and
we shall denote the orthogonal projection from L2 (D, ]Rd) to H by Py.
We assume uy € H. We introduce also the Hilbert space V' of all periodic
¢ € H* (D,R?) such that divp = 0; and D (A) = H? (D,R?)NV. Then
we introduce the so called Stokes operator A : D (A) C H — H defined
as Ap = Py (vAyp) (in fact, in the case of periodic boundary conditions,
one can show that Ap = vAy). Since A™! is compact, there exists a
complete orthonormal system {e;} of eigenvectors of A, with eigenvalues
{—a?}, that we order such that 0 < a? < a3 < ... One can show that,
with these new concepts and notations, the space V' defined in Section
and the space V' defined here coincide.

Let B(.,.): D(A) x V — H be defined as

B(p,¢) = =Py (¢ - V). (21)
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The expression [, B (p,¢) ()0 (z)dz, ¢ € D(A), v € V, § € H,
extends to ¢, 1,0 € V and several other classes of functions. For smooth
fields ¢, ¥, 6 € H we have

(B(#,¢),0) = = (B(p,0),14)

by a simple integration by parts, and this identity extends by density to
several spaces of weaker fields.

Using the previous set-up we may formally write the stochastic Navier-
Stokes equations in abstract form (the pressure disappears since Py (Vp) =
0):

du = (Au+ B (u,u))dt+ Y Vaiedp; (s).
i=1
See [15] for a review on the 3D stochastic Navier-Stokes equations and
further details on the set-up.

To connect this equation with the abstract framework of this paper
we consider the space £ = C), (D; ]Rd) N H, where Cp, (D; ]Rd) is the
space of periodic continuous vector fields on D, introduce the functions
f1:10,T] x H— R defined as

fi(t,x>=—<B<x,ei>,x>=/D<x<§>~v>ei<5>~x<§>d5

and consider the sequences {a?} and {a;} above. As remarked above,
since [ B (p,v) () 0 (z) dz extends to ¢,v,0 € V, there exists f (¢, )
with values in V' such that f* (z,t) = (f (z,t) ,e;); it is given by B (z, ),
when z € D (A).

We assume that a; has the form

for some ¢ such that

e >0, for d =2
e>1, for d = 3.

This guarantees assumption (). Indeed, on the torus D, the family of
eigenvectors {e;},.y of A can be written (see [2I]) in the form {e,}
with k € Z2 = 79\ {0} and a which varies in the finite set {1,...,d — 1}
and their associated eigenvalues, indexed in the form {a?} reze (for each
k € Z¢ the eigenvalue o2 has multiplicity d— 1), are given by a2 = ||k|°.
If we use the complex valued notation, one has e, (§) = c()l7;.cezl"€'5 where,
for each k, the set of vectors {c,} . (1,41} is an orthonormal basis of
the space in R? orthogonal to k.

21



. i
Hence we may rewrite ) >, 4
7

> kI

kezd

as

and this series converge in d = 2 for every € > 0, and in d = 3 for every
e> 1.

We claim that under these conditions all the assumptions of the paper
are verified and thus Theorem M holds. Let us check the assumptions.

The eigenvectors e; and their derivatives are bounded functions and
thus assumption (2) holds with py = 2.

We have, for smooth fields v, z,

(f(v+ 2,1),0v) :/

D

((U+z)-V)(v+z)-vdﬁz/D((ijz)-V)zmdg

= —/D((v +2) - Vv 2d§ < nllvllinp) + Cylll2l [v + 21172 p)

< 77||UH.%{1(D) + 20, [|2[|7 1y HZH%Z(D) +2C,[|2[|7 1y HU||2L?(D)

and the inequality extends to all z € E, v € ENV. Thus (3) holds true,

Finally, assumptions (B)-(6) are true under the condition imposed
above on {a?} and {a’}. To show this, we have to use the theory of
Section 5.5.1 of [I2] and the explicit form of the eigenfunctions e; of the
Stokes operator A. Since we need the bounds of this reference with a pre-
cise control of the constants, we have repeated some of the computations
in the next lemma.

)

Lemma 15 Assume a' = a; ° with € as above. Then the random field

o0

2 =3 | e NEAVaidp, (s) e (€)

0
has a continuous modification in (t,€) and satisfies assumptions ({3)-(8).

Proof. The eigenfunctions e; have the properties e; € C! (D;Rd),
lei (§)] < O, |Ve; (§)] < Cay, required in Section 5.5.1 of [12]. We have
also the other property asked in that reference, namely >~ % < 00

for some ¢ > 0, and precisely, for the sequel, we take § = 7, then

i1 (ai)l !
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Indeed, the previous series is equal to ), ;4 Ik]7*"2 < oo with the

equivalent language of the indexes k € ZZ. Hence Theorem 5.20 of
[12] applies and gives us the existence of a continuous modification of
Z2(€) in (t,€). Let us be more precise from the quantitative viewpoint.
In the sequel, we write Z}(£) for each one of its d components, for
notational simplicity. It is sufficient to prove assumptions (H)-(@l) for
each component of Z} (£).

Lemma 5.19 of [12] gives us the estimate

(|22 @ -2 @] <ae-€F, Yieoo)

where 5
atal
Cl ()\) = Cl E ¢

— a? + A

for some constant C; > 0. Indeed

B2 - 2 )]

g Z /O e~ =) VaidB, (s) (e: (€) — i (€7))

= Z |6i (5) — ¢ (§/)|2 /t 6—2(t—s)(a§+>\)aid8
i=1 0

)

= CLiOéi4 e
<CY k=€l
=1 v

because

lei (&) —ei (&) < Coz,% € —¢|T.
Then

Em

B[|2€ - 2 @] < Ca NI~ €1F, Vie,00)

where

Con (A) 1= CCy (W)™

for some constant C,, > 0. We remark also the easier estimate
E[|22©F"] < Cn(3) = Culi )", Vi€ [0,00),

where
o
~ ~ a

G =G s

i=1

i
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for some constant 6’1 > 0.
Given a € (0,1), for the W*?™ (D)-norm, we have the estimate

L/MA mﬁk”sf/wpw wéﬁ‘ e

< (2n)10, ( //KﬁHdM%%
= 5m ()\) + Cm ( ) : Cm,a,e,d

and Cyy a0 < 00 if £F S —d—2ma > —d, namelya<— Choosea—l—o
in the sequel We have W1o?™ (D) C C (D) for 2m=5 > d, namely for
m > 2. Choose for the sequel m equal to the smallest integer such that

m>— m > 2V ko with kg = 4. Then

E (112272 )] < € (G )+ G () Corca)

for some constant C! > 0. This implies assumption (@ Finally, as-
sumption (@) follows from limy_,., C; (A) = 0, limy . C; (A) = 0 and
Chebyshev inequality. =

Remark 16 We think that in this case (@) also follows from Remark [II
But we could not find a suitable reference for the condition on e*4, ¢ > 0,
in Remark [l Therefore, we have given a direct proof of (6] above.
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